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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

NATURAL DISASTERS: TURKEY AND
THAILAND
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That we, the Legislative Council of Victoria —
(1) note with sadness the recent natural disasters that have
affected the people of Turkey and Thailand;
(2) offer our deepest and most sincere condolences to the
government and people of Turkey following the major
earthquake in the province of Van on 23 October 2011;
(3) offer our deepest and most sincere condolences to the
government and people of Thailand following the
devastating floods that are occurring in that country;
(4) recognise the significant Turkish and Thai communities
in Victoria, and the strong family and cultural bonds that
exist;
(5) join with all the people of the state of Victoria in
expressing our sympathy and our strong support for the
rescue, relief and recovery of Turkey and Thailand from
these natural disasters; and
(6) request that the President convey messages of
condolence from this house to —
(a) the Grand National Assembly and the government
of the Republic of Turkey; and
(b) the National Assembly of Thailand and the Royal
Thai government.

On 23 October a major earthquake measuring 7.2 on
the Richter scale occurred in the province of Van on the
far eastern border of Turkey. There have been a series
of smaller quakes and aftershocks since that date. I
understand, and I think this is largely public knowledge,
that more than 600 people have died as a result of the
earthquake. The Kandilli earthquake institute, which
monitors seismic movements in Turkey, estimates that
there could be up to 1000 fatalities in total. More than
4000 people have been reported as injured. The
earthquake has caused widespread damage to homes,
infrastructure and businesses and has caused
considerable disruption to utility suppliers. The Turkish
government has estimated that more than
14 000 buildings have been irreparably damaged.
The response of the Turkish government,
non-government organisations, businesses and
individuals in seeking an outcome that will support
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people has been swift and decisive. A massive effort is
under way to provide blankets, clothing, shelter and
food, ensuring that those who have lost their homes will
be cared for. The response of the Turkish people has
been very generous. I understand that some
17 000 people have applied to accommodate their
countrymen who have been left homeless by the
earthquake. The government and people of Turkey
have responded very strongly, and they have had
support from around the world.
The Turkish community in Victoria is a
long-established and significant contributor to the
cultural and economic development of our state. We as
a community, and I think everyone in this chamber,
support the Turkish community and want to see the best
outcome for those who have been impacted by this
earthquake. As we approach Remembrance Day this
week, we should remember that there are specific
historic links between Turkey and Australia in times of
both war and peace. Turkey is a friend of Australia, a
peaceful nation and a nation that is held in high regard.
On behalf of government members, I express our
sincere condolences to the Turkish community in
Victoria, especially the Kurdish community, given that
the province of Van is in a predominantly Kurdish area.
Additionally, severe floods have been affecting
Thailand for four months now. These are reportedly the
worst floods to have affected Thailand for more than
half a century. As we have seen in the images on
television, the floods are threatening the central areas of
Bangkok and have spread to more than 20 provinces
across the country. Very large areas of land have been
inundated, and that has affected crops, particularly rice
crops. Thailand is the world’s biggest exporter of rice,
and there has been enormous destruction of those crops.
The outer suburbs of the greater metropolitan area of
Bangkok have already been inundated.
The major international airport has been closed because
of the floodwaters, and this has had a significant
economic impact on Thailand. Domestic travel has
been reduced. The floods have had a very significant
impact on Thai businesses and the Thai people
generally. The royal government has declared a
five-day holiday to help people cope with the flood
crisis and protect their families and homes. On the news
we have seen the calm and committed work that has
been undertaken by the authorities and businesses, and
we wish them well in that.
The Governor of Bangkok has ordered the evacuation
of 11 of the 50 districts in that city and the evacuation
in part of about 7 more. At this point it is hard to come
to a final number on the death toll from the floods, but
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on the numbers that people are putting forward at
present it is likely to be around 500. There are fears that
the number could be much greater once the floodwaters
recede.
The Thai community in Victoria also has a very long
history; indeed there were Thai residents in our state
from the first census after Federation in 1901. The
community has grown steadily and has been
complemented by very significant numbers of Thai
students who have come to Victoria, first under the
Colombo Plan in the 1950s. The number of Thai
students studying in this state remains significant, and
the links between the Thai community and the
Victorian community are very strong.
On behalf of government members in this place, I want
to express our sympathy to the Thai people and in
particular those who have lost families, friends and
businesses and on whom this has had such a significant
impact. We are a country very familiar with the impact
of nature. We have seen floods and fires in our state in
recent years, and we understand the significance that
these events can have, but I think everyone in this
chamber will offer their sympathy and prayers for the
people of Thailand and the people of Turkey.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — On
behalf of the Labor Party, I express our support for the
motion moved by Mr Davis and we associate ourselves
with the sentiments it expresses. The two tragedies that
we are expressing condolences for today are ones that
our community is very familiar with, to the extent that
in the age of instant communications we see almost on
a daily basis the magnitude of what is happening in
Turkey and Thailand. As well as that, the Turkish and
Thai communities in our own state mean that all of us
feel some empathy in a way that may not be the case
for many other areas.
It is interesting that in the last sitting week
Mr Somyurek gave the house a very moving
description of what had happened in Turkey and
referred particularly to his wife’s association with the
province of Van. I guess that is an indication of how
this is not just something in a remote area, but
something that immediately affects people here. There
is a connection between the many people in both of the
communities that were, as Mr Davis said, so severely
affected by these events, and those communities in our
own state.
A 7.2 magnitude earthquake on the Richter scale is
something that we in Australia just are not able to
comprehend. It is something above and beyond
anything that would be in our expectation or
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imagination. When you have the effect after that of
probably more than 100 aftershocks, what that must do
for the psychology of the community in Van province
that lives with those things is again something that we
simply cannot imagine.
We do know from the statistics that Mr Davis outlined
that probably something of the order of 600 people
have died, all of whom would have had families and
loved ones, and again we cannot begin to comprehend
what that must do. But one thing we have learnt — and
this adds even more poignancy to our condolences — is
that more than 60 of those 600 were teachers. While
that does not in any way diminish any of the other areas
I have spoken of, for the children in the communities
that have lost their teachers it is a loss of the future.
That will have quite a profound effect.
And winter is approaching. While I have never been to
Turkey, I am told that it is particularly cold in that part
of the world. Six thousand buildings have been
damaged and winter is coming, so it will be very
difficult for the community. Again members of the
Labor Party associate themselves with the comments
made earlier and extend our full sympathy to the
Turkish community — one with which we have shared
vibrant multiculturalism. We have enjoyed the Turkish
community in this state, and it is represented in this
Parliament by two members of the Labor Party.
The second part of the motion concerns Thailand and
the floods that have hit not just Bangkok but the entire
Chao Phraya River valley. They are the result of the
extraordinary monsoon rains that have gone on for
probably the last three months now. We have seen a
large loss of life in Thailand. If members can just
visualise Bangkok, a city more than twice the size of
Melbourne, they will know that for months on end
many activities simply will not be able to be done,
whether it be because the 1-metre surge coming out of
the river has basically knocked out a lot of
infrastructure, whether it be because of the awful public
health issues of sewerage and water mixing, or whether
it be because of the dislocation through all the losses
that have happened in that place.
The manifestation of it for us, as we will often see and
hear, will be things like seeing on the local news that
the Australia-Thailand soccer match has moved to
another part of Bangkok because a particular oval is no
longer viable because of the floods. That is just a sign
of the disruption that must be happening on a daily
basis in Thailand. It must also be quite a fright for the
new prime minister, Yingluck Shinawatra. I read the
other day that her monsoon headquarters had actually
been flooded, and if your control centre is actually
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flooded, it is an indication of how disruptive it must be
to the broader Thai community.

countries of Guatemala, Honduras and Nicaragua have
also felt the effects of the flooding.

To the Thai community in Victoria we certainly express
our sympathy and condolences. If my memory is
correct, Melbourne’s Thai community raised something
like $30 000 towards the rebuilding of the Marysville
tourism centre following the terrible fires that occurred
in Victoria but two years ago. Our sympathies go to that
community as well. For people here in Victoria,
particularly those who have friends and family back in
Thailand, this will be an area with a lot of concerns.
The opposition strongly supports the motion before the
house.

At times like these, although this motion is confined to
the natural disaster events in Turkey and Thailand, my
heart goes out to people worldwide who have suffered
from such natural disasters. At times like this our sense
of global citizenship must come to the fore, and it is in
this sense that my remarks are made today on behalf of
The Nationals in wishing that our thoughts be with all
of those people, their friends and their communities
who are suffering from these disasters.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — On behalf of The Nationals I wish to
offer my deepest condolences to the victims of the
recent earthquake events in Turkey and to those of the
ongoing floods that are occurring in Thailand. I might
also add that the ongoing floods that are occurring in
Central America are also in my thoughts at this
particular point in time.
As has been said by the Leader of the Government and
the Leader of the Opposition, the Turkish earthquake
that occurred on 23 October near the province of Van
has tragically claimed the lives of close to
600 people — as it is known at this particular stage —
and injured over 4000 more. The devastation that event
has wreaked upon the people of Turkey is something
which impacts on us all, particularly, as has been said,
because of the close affiliation and friendship that we
have in this country with the people of Turkey.
In Thailand we have all seen the images of the terrible
flooding events which have been occurring now for a
period of close to four months and have led to more
than 12 million people being displaced from their
homes throughout Thailand. Again we extend our
sincerest condolences and sympathy to those families
who have lost loved ones in that particular event, to
Thai communities in Australia and to the people of
Thailand, with whom we have had a very close
relationship for many years.
With the indulgence of the house, I also wish to
mention that countries in Central America have also
been devastated by some severe flooding events in
recent times. I was talking to the consul for El Salvador
recently, and he informed me that around 60 000 people
have been forced to flee their homes and at least
30 people have tragically lost their lives in flooding
events that have been described by the El Salvadorean
government as the worst in their history. I
acknowledge, too, that some of the neighbouring

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens would like to associate itself with all of the
sentiments in this motion, particularly the call for the
President to convey messages of condolence from our
chamber to the national assemblies of Turkey and
Thailand.
Victorians are unfortunately all too familiar with the
immediate and long-term effects of a natural disaster,
and on that basis alone our hearts would go out to the
people of these two countries. But here in Victoria, as
previous speakers have noted, there are many thousands
who have a direct and therefore much stronger sense of
kinship with Thailand and Turkey. They are countries
from which we draw many of our citizens and with
which there are strong cultural, business and tourism
links. For that reason there will be many citizens here in
Victoria who will feel strongly, as we do in our
expressions in the chamber today. Recently I attended
the Turkish association’s annual dinner. There it was
noted that community members had raised funds to
assist our flood victims in northern Victoria, and they
had done so in a very generous and speedy fashion.
We are all part of a global community, and when
tragedies such as these strike it becomes even more
obvious to us. Despite the fact that you could not find
three more different countries than Australia, Turkey
and Thailand in terms of their cultural, historical and
political backgrounds, at times like these we very much
understand that those differences are quite small
relative to our common humanity in the face of tragedy.
The PRESIDENT — I note the obligation in this
motion for me to convey messages to representatives of
both countries affected by these natural disasters. I will
do that at the earliest opportunity.
Recently I attended the celebration of the
88th anniversary of the independence of modern
Turkey, an event that the Consul General hosted in
Melbourne. In fact in recent weeks there were a number
of Turkish community functions to commemorate the
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88th anniversary. Whilst everybody was obviously
mindful of the achievements of Turkey over those
88 years and was very keen to celebrate that
88th milestone, there was no doubt that the tragedy in
Van was foremost in people’s minds.
I congratulate the Leader of the Government and all the
members who have joined in the debate on taking this
opportunity to convey the sentiments of the house
sentiments in regard to both these natural disasters. I
also pick up Mr Hall’s comments about the floods in
Central America.
I will certainly convey this motion, on the assumption
that it is passed. When I have put the motion, I
encourage members to stand in their places for
1 minute’s silence to show respect for the people who
have been killed in both those natural disasters.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

ROYAL ASSENT
Messages read advising royal assent to:
2 November
Children, Youth and Families Amendment
(Security of Youth Justice Facilities) Act 2011
Crimes and Domestic Animals Acts Amendment
(Offences and Penalties) Act 2011
Emergency Management Legislation
Amendment Act 2011
Extractive Industries (Lysterfield) Amendment
Act 2011
Victorian Commission for Gambling and Liquor
Regulation Act 2011
8 November
Energy Legislation Amendment (Bushfire
Mitigation and Other Matters) Act 2011
Gambling Regulation Amendment (Licensing)
Act 2011.

OFFICE OF POLICE INTEGRITY: REPORT
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to make a brief statement to the house in respect of a
matter raised in the last sitting week regarding a report
that was presented to this house from the Office of
Police Integrity.
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Members will recall that on Thursday, 27 October,
Mr Barber raised a point of order regarding an article in
the Herald Sun that day relating to the report of the
Office of Police Integrity entitled Crossing the Line
which had just been tabled that morning. The essence
of Mr Barber’s point of order was that if the newspaper
report was accurate, then it was possible that the report
had somehow been made available prior to tabling in
the house and was therefore ‘at a minimum a
discourtesy to the house’. Mr Barber asked me to
pursue the matter with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. In responding to the point of order
I indicated that although I was limited in my capacity to
pursue the matter, I would discuss it with the minister
but that the ability of the Parliament to pursue the
matter would best be by a substantive motion.
I now advise members that I did not actually have an
opportunity to speak to the minister ahead of receiving
a letter from the director, police integrity, indicating to
me the circumstances related to the publication of
information from that report. The director, police
integrity, indicated that the report had been
inadvertently placed on the Office of Police Integrity
website for some hours late on Wednesday, 26 October.
The director went on to say to me in a letter that as soon
as the irregularity was detected the website was closed,
but unfortunately the report had already been accessed.
It appears that the fault lay in the set-up of the website.
The director’s letter conceded that although the fault
was inadvertent it was nonetheless a serious breach in
protocol, and he concluded by offering his apologies
and those of his staff.
The premature release of any report prior to tabling in
this house is certainly grossly discourteous to the house
and under certain circumstances, I would suggest, could
potentially be dealt with as contempt. That would be a
matter for the house to consider by substantive motion
based on a consideration of all the circumstances in the
case. The premature release of a report can also
potentially have serious consequences, in my view, in
that the contents may not be protected by parliamentary
privilege prior to the report being tabled and ordered to
be printed. In this matter I note the assurances of the
director, police integrity, that the breach was
inadvertent and I accept his apologies.
Any further action would be a matter for the house. I
am also happy to make available a copy of the letter, if
any members wish to have a copy of that. Several other
members of Parliament were copied in on the
explanation, and I do not believe there is any reason
that the explanation should not be made more widely
available.
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Finally, I wish to comment — and this is my own view
as a Presiding Officer of this Parliament — on the
titling of the report by the Office of Police Integrity.
The title was Crossing the Line. The report relates to an
issue that is politically sensitive. In my view the use of
a headline such as this, in addition to the more
conventional title already on the front page of the
report, is sensationalist, gratuitous and completely
unnecessary. Government departments and the people
who produce these reports are neither novelists nor
scriptwriters, and they ought to be mindful of the
destination of these reports, which is the Parliament.
Whilst the naming of reports is a matter for the
judgement of the authors or directors of those
departments or agencies, I believe care needs to be
taken in future as to how reports are named so as not to
create the impression that the reports are anything other
than serious parliamentary documents.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Following a
report in the Age of Sunday, 6 November, saying that
the government was seeking $104 million in annual
savings in the health system to pay for a nurses wage
increase, the minister issued a statement, which was
later confirmed by the Premier, saying there was
nothing new in the story. Is this because the
$104 million annual savings had already been counted
by the government within the 2011–12 budget, which
published $443 million of savings for the health
portfolio over the next four years?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I think
the member knows he is drawing a very long bow
there. As the Premier and my statement said, there is
nothing new in the document released on Sunday.
There is an EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement)
process under way, as the member and community will
be well aware, and it is not my intention to discuss the
precise details of EBA negotiations. However, the
process is proceeding, and the government is
negotiating in good faith with the nurses through the
Australian Nursing Federation, through the 86 health
services and through the industrial bodies for those
86 health services.
I make the point that the section the member refers to is
not to do with the budget; it is to do with a negotiation
about the EBA. In line with the longstanding practice of
health ministers of all political colours, I am not going
to get into the precise details of negotiations about
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EBAs. The government’s wages policy of 2.5 per cent
plus productivity arrangements that allow higher
payments still applies. It applies to the nurses and to
others as well. There is every reason why nurse
outcomes could be much greater than the 2.5 per cent if
productivity and flexibility arrangements were able to
be achieved, and we certainly look forward to that.
Requests for changes to industrial arrangements are not
unique to this government. Under Premier John
Brumby and health minister Daniel Andrews, who is
now the Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly, the
last government sought efficiencies and productivity
savings through the arrangements that were part of the
EBA negotiations; so nothing is new. This is a
well-worn set of discussions. I make the point that in
terms of productivity arrangements — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister, without
assistance.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The $1.3 billion productivity
arrangements put in place by the previous government
are still in place and are still impacting on our health
system, and they are much greater than any of the
productivity arrangements that were announced by the
current government prior to the election or indeed put
in place following the commonwealth’s withdrawal of
the GST component for Victoria.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
was listening intently to what the minister said, and
halfway through his 4-minute answer he indicated that
the savings being sought to support the enterprise
outcome, which has been reported as being in the
ballpark of $104 million, is beyond the published figure
in the budget, which was $443 million — and that can
be found on page 112 of budget paper 3. I thank the
minister for that confirmation. In terms of reaching an
agreement with the unions, can the minister recognise
the dimensions of that issue in that nearly $800 million
worth of savings is going to be required?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
not going to be verballed by the member. The
government’s wages policy clearly remains at 2.5 per
cent plus productivity arrangements, and that is the
same as other government EBA arrangements. The
government is determined to strike a fair deal with the
nursing profession. We want to see nurses with higher
salaries, and they can be achieved through not only the
2.5 per cent but also the productivity arrangements that
may be struck with nurses. That will be a much better
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outcome and the opportunity is there for a much better
result. This is not additional to the arrangements put in
place; it is part of an EBA negotiation.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, the Honourable David Davis, and
I ask: can the minister update the house on the progress
of public sector nurses enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to answer this question from Mrs Kronberg,
who has been involved with the health system
recently — and we are all pleased to see her back in this
chamber. It is obviously not my intention to discuss the
precise details of EBA (enterprise bargaining
agreement) negotiations, in line with the general
practice of ministers of all political colours. However, I
am informed that protected industrial action was voted
on by the Australian Nursing Federation on Friday. The
ANF has indicated that bans will be put in place from
this Thursday and stronger bans may be put in place at
a later point. The ANF has also sought conciliation, and
our view is that negotiations are already under way.
There have been a number of meetings and significant
discussions with the ANF, and further discussions are
planned, including a meeting for this Thursday.
Further, the government’s strong preference remains to
reach by mutual agreement an arrangement with the
ANF through the Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association, which is operating as the bargaining agent
for the 86 health services in Victoria. Whilst our
preference is to continue the negotiations and to reach a
mutual agreement, if patient safety is compromised or
threatened, the government is prepared to work with the
VHIA and, if required, seek a termination of such
actions.
However, it is not our preference to go that way; our
preference is to continue good faith negotiations with
the ANF. The government needs to be very clear about
its intentions. We are determined to continue those
negotiations with the ANF, but I indicate that if
required and if patient safety is put at risk, in the same
way that the former Minister for Health, Daniel
Andrews, did — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — If they don’t cop the job cuts,
it’s back to arbitration.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Once was sufficient,
especially at that volume. We all heard it.
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Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I know some members
opposite find it hard to move into the role of
parliamentarian and would return to another role they
once had, as an industrial relations person — a union
official. I make the point that the government’s
preference is for an ongoing and genuine negotiation,
but patient safety is our primary focus.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Health. Can the
minister tell me what is incorrect in the simple financial
calculation that shows that an annual budget saving of
$104 million in hospitals equates to the gross average
salary of 1758 Victorian nurses?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have indicated, I am not going to get into the precise
details of these industrial negotiations, but let me be
very clear: this year the government has significantly
increased funding to our hospitals by more than
$500 million in the acute health output. It is a
significant increase in funding, and it is important that it
be understood.
Mr Jennings — Does anybody believe that?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — You can read it in the budget
for yourself, Mr Jennings. Let me be very clear for
Mr Jennings’s benefit: we will negotiate in good faith,
we will continue those negotiations and, if patient
safety is in any way compromised, we will ensure that
we take the required steps. I make the point that nurses,
in their negotiations with the industrial agent for our
86 health services, are able to strike an arrangement that
sees greater productivity. It may be one of the
arrangements that have been referred to or it may be
one of the alternatives put forward by the Australian
Nursing Federation. It may be arrangements that are
reached by mutual agreement that will see both better
outcomes for nurses — higher salaries — and better
outcomes for our health services, and particularly for
our patients.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, I am sure you heard, as I heard, that the
minister did not dispute the fact that a simple financial
calculation demonstrates that a $104 million saving
equates to the average salary of 1758 Victorian nurses.
Given that that is mathematically correct, what is wrong
with the Australian Nursing Federation explaining it to
its members? Beyond that, and most importantly, what
will the minister do to allay fears that it is the intention
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of the government to secure that volume of savings and
prevent the industrial disputation he foreshadowed in
his previous answer?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — That
was a string of about 14 questions, but let me answer
the general point amongst the 14 questions that were
slavishly asked. Hospital budgets have increased, there
will be more nurses in the system and that is the base
we need to look at. There is an enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) negotiation going on, in case
Mr Jennings is a bit slow to pick that up. The EBA
negotiation between the Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association, on behalf of the 86 health services, and the
Australian Nursing Federation will proceed over the
coming period. It is the government’s preference that
the arrangement reached be mutually beneficial so that
nurses get higher salaries, over the 2.5 per cent, and so
that productivity arrangements are in place that see
better results in health services — better outcomes for
patients and higher salaries for nurses.
That was exactly the position of the previous
government under the former Minister for Health,
Daniel Andrews. To put this in some context let me
read something from 13 August 2007:
… the government’s log of claims says senior nurses must be
able to roster above and below the existing fixed ratios …

My point is that the last log of claims — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

Qantas: industrial dispute
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations,
the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva. Can the minister
outline to the house the reason for Victoria’s
intervention in the Fair Work Australia hearings on the
Qantas industrial dispute?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. Obviously the industrial
action at Qantas was having a damaging impact on the
Victorian economy and, we know, a damaging impact
on Victoria’s tourism and hospitality industries as well
as a damaging impact on our reputation during one of
the busiest tourism events of the year, the Spring
Racing Carnival. That is why we, as a government,
sought decisive action to bring an end to this harmful
dispute, and that is why, together with the New South
Wales government, we made a joint application to Fair
Work Australia on 29 October to terminate the
industrial action.
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I say at the outset that we were pleased by the decision
of Fair Work Australia on 31 October to order the
termination of this dispute. That said, we remain
concerned by the stance adopted by the Gillard
government, in particular why it did not intervene until
the planes were grounded worldwide. In Victoria in
particular and in New South Wales we saw this dispute
dragging on; its impact was becoming more damaging
to the state by the day. That is why I was pleased that
premiers Baillieu and O’Farrell wrote to the Prime
Minister on 27 October warning of the effects of
industrial action by the unions on the capacity of
Qantas to provide reliable services. It is important to
quote what was written to the Prime Minister. The letter
says:
We therefore call upon you as Prime Minister to intervene in
this dispute before it damages our economies any further.

It also says:
The Fair Work Act 2009 gives the commonwealth
government the power to exercise leadership in the resolution
of difficult negotiations. The time has now come to exercise
the power available under the Fair Work Act 2009, and we
call upon you to do so.

What was the result of that on the federal government?
It called it a stunt, and yet, as we know, the events of
29 and 30 October proved otherwise. The Prime
Minister again badly misread the situation and the
crisis. We applied the Fair Work Act 2009, as I am
allowed to as the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations, to intervene and make an
application to Fair Work Australia on the matter. This is
a very rarely, if ever, used power that is available; the
private sector industrial dispute provisions in this act
are very rarely used. However, we saw that the impact
of the Qantas dispute on Victoria’s economic interests
was serious and threatened to become far worse.
It is important to put on the record that whereas the
commonwealth government left open an option for Fair
Work Australia to merely suspend the industrial action,
Victoria and New South Wales were unequivocal in
their view that the industrial action should be
terminated immediately. We made it very clear. We
have heard all sorts of excuses why the commonwealth
government chose not to terminate the action. It raises
the question: in what circumstances would you use the
powers that are available under the act if you are not
going to use them in the situation we faced on the
weekend before last?
It is again a failure of leadership by Labor — a failure
of leadership at the federal level — where Qantas was
losing tens of millions of dollars and tourism operators
in Victoria were losing tens of millions more.
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Thousands of Victorian tourists and travellers had their
flights cancelled. It is vital that these parties come
together as quickly as possible to resolve their
differences for the long term.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
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on the nurses agreement and the matters that may have
been canvassed by cabinet, given the documents that
are purported to be cabinet leaks. Mr Jennings’s
question is predicated on some of that information.
Therefore it is valid that Mr Davis, in putting his
answer into context, should draw on some of the
material Mr Jennings spoke about. I am sure he will
address the specific issue that was raised by
Mr Jennings in the latter part of his answer.

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In the
statement the minister issued on Sunday, 6 November,
he said all the issues raised in the Age report of that day
had already been raised with the Australian Nursing
Federation (ANF), therefore confirming through this
statement that the removal of the nurse-patient ratio is
an outcome sought by the government in its claim.
Furthermore, is the government not reliant on that
outcome for the minister’s portfolio to achieve the net
savings of $104 million every year?

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — It is important to understand
the historical context over the last few EBAs. I will
come to the current point very soon. In 2007 an article
in the Age talks about the government’s log of claims. It
says:

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
government supports nurse-patient ratios but with some
local flexibility. I am interested to note that the ANF
published a document in July 2007, which says:

Australian Nursing Federation state secretary Lisa Fitzpatrick
accused the government of trying to abolish the ratios to save
money.

Nurse-patient ratios — To be undercut at the discretion of
management, both shift by shift and during a shift.

This was about the log of claims lodged by the last
government. Daniel Andrews, the then health minister,
also attacked — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — Who?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — Who is Daniel Andrews?
The opposition has to realise that its government — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Mr Jennings asked Mr Davis a specific question about
his administration of the health portfolio, and he is now
going on a frolic looking at how he sees past history.
The question was about government administration
today, not his views on the Labor Party. I ask you to
hold him to the point.

… the government’s log of claims says senior nurses must be
able to roster above and below the existing fixed ratios in
times of high need or lesser need, based on the mix of
patients.

That was the claim in 2007.
‘It’s very disappointing that they’re trying to do it yet again,
but essentially nurses will retain patient ratios, but also they
will be improved’, she said.
…
A spokesman for … Daniel Andrews said Victoria’s health
system was among the best …
‘Our health system is facing significant change’, he said.
‘This change is taking place in the community’s expectations
and demands …
‘We need to equip our health services and our nurses to meet
these challenges and also recognise nurses’ own desire for
improved work-family balance.
‘The major outcomes we are seeking are better matching
nurse workloads with patient needs and ensuring a fairer
work-family balance for nurses’.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS — On the point of order,
President, it is clearly reasonable to put this in the
context of previous EBAs — such as the last one, two
or three EBAs that have been conducted — where
many of the same claims have been made by unions.
Obviously there is argy-bargy, so it is quite reasonable
as part of a response to put in context the behaviour of
previous parties.

I have to say that many of the sentiments that Daniel
Andrews expressed at the time did have some validity. I
am not endorsing all of them; I am just saying that he
had an understanding that the health system is changing
and that the need to find some gentle flexibility is a
significant point. Notwithstanding that, the government
is committed to protecting the workload of nurses and
protecting the arrangements that ensure that nurses are
able to deliver high-quality health care in this state.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the view that
Mr Davis, as minister, is entitled to put these matters in
context. At this stage I am not concerned about his
answer in that my understanding of this issue is that
flexibility is central to much of the current discussion

We seek a good outcome for nurses in which they get
higher salaries over and above the 2.5 per cent and are
able to deliver safe health care for the Victorian
community. That is not dissimilar to some of the points
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made in 2007 by the then Minister for Health, and the
union attacked him for seeking some flexibility.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
want to ask my supplementary question, and I want the
minister to keep on talking. Most importantly, I want
the minister to take some action to explain to the
community, the Parliament and the ANF what
flexibility means, particularly in relation to employing
nursing assistants, because in fact it is implied that the
employment of a nursing assistant reduces the cost
structures of health, but you are employing an
additional staff member to perform that task. If your net
saving figure is $104 million, do you not have to reduce
more positions, beyond $104 million, before you can
employ any new additional staff? Is that not a
fundamental problem with the idea of introducing
assistants?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I make
the point that the precise negotiations will be
undertaken by the 86 health services bargaining agent
and the ANF, and they will undertake the precise
details. But let me be very clear: there are advantages to
be gained by the use of nursing assistants, and Daniel
Andrews, as health minister, advocated the use of
nursing assistants. Indeed in the last EBA in 2007
Daniel Andrews sought to have nursing assistants
included. That is what Daniel Andrews did as health
minister, so there is clearly a role for nursing assistants
to work and assist nurses, to relieve nurses of some
particular duties and in many cases to enable nurses to
undertake higher duties.
The opportunity is there to work with nurses and
nursing assistants at a number of the places that have
been piloted and have been accepted by nurses — at the
Austin, for example — and I have to say Daniel
Andrews — —
The PRESIDENT — Time!

City of Whittlesea: early childhood services
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development, Ms Lovell. I ask: can the
minister inform the house of the excellent facilities
being dedicated to early childhood services in
Laurimar, in the city of Whittlesea?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — The city of
Whittlesea is undergoing a baby boom, with an
18 per cent increase in births between the years 2001
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and 2008. In the Mernda-Doreen area, which
incorporates Laurimar, the population of children aged
zero to four years has increased from 97 in 2001 to
2625 in 2011.
Last week, together with my colleague Mr Ondarchie, I
met with Whittlesea City Council to discuss early
childhood issues in the municipality — issues that are
very important to the city of Whittlesea. On the same
day I had great pleasure in opening the Laurimar
community activities centre. The $6.5 million facility is
the result of a partnership between the Victorian
government and the City of Whittlesea. The centre was
built next door to the Wallaby Childcare Early Learning
Centre and the Laurimar Primary School, which makes
the area a one-stop shop where whole-of-family support
is provided.
I would like to thank the council employees,
community members and the families for their
attendance at the event. I would also like to
acknowledge the children at the centre — children of
preschool age, who were so well behaved. In fact the
event was almost tantrum free, with the sole exception
of the member for Yan Yean in the Assembly,
Ms Green, whose mutterings and rudeness seemed to
be a source of embarrassment for her colleague the
member for Mill Park in the Assembly. Fortunately for
Ms Green, the enforcement of good behaviour at such
events is not as strict as it is in Parliament or she would
likely have found herself sitting in the naughty corner
with the Leader of the Opposition in the other place,
Mr Andrews.
I look forward to many more such events in Northern
Metropolitan Region and hope they can be celebrated
with a sense of bipartisanship and positive community
advancement.

Planning: urban growth boundary
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
for the Minister for Planning. I refer the minister to his
letter to councils outside the growth areas in which the
minister asked councils to identify so-called anomalies
in the location of the urban growth boundary. In the
minister’s letter he told councils that the process will
not be open to general public submissions and he asked
for responses by 28 November. Despite the minister’s
prohibition on public consultation, councils like Knox
and Kingston want to consult with their communities,
but they need more time. I ask: will the minister back
down on his prohibition on public consultation and give
councils the time they need to consult with their
communities?
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Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I am
concerned that the member, having vetoed a visit to the
Kingston council to visit the site — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! I am going to cut
Mrs Peulich off because I have no idea what she is
talking about.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Clearly that is not a
point of order. More importantly, this house takes a dim
view of vexatious points of order. I counsel
Mrs Peulich not to try that again, because next time I
will be very quick.

Mrs Peulich — The point of order, President, is that
your ruling may inadvertently reflect on members,
including both the minister and me, because it is based
on a false assumption — that is, that the information
was derived from the committee rather than the
complaints of a third party external to the committee
process.

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
quite amazing that a member of Parliament who vetoed
the visit of a parliamentary committee — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister is not
being helpful after my ruling on the point of order. I
cannot direct the minister on how to answer the
question, but I suggest that being provocative in that
way will not help the house. The minister should
continue his answer with a more circumspect approach.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Allow me to speak about the
facts of a matter that involves a point in relation to this
question — a very clear and factual point about the
question asked of me and a very clear point that both
Mrs Peulich and I know. What I find amazing about the
question is that the opposition is asking me about
consultation, but when the chance for this Parliament to
have consultation was offered, the member opposite
played a role in scuttling that consultation, as has been
pointed out.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, the
minister is, I am assuming, referring to the deliberations
of a committee of this house of which he is not a
member. The point of order I raise is: how is this
relevant to him answering the question, particularly if
he is referring to the deliberations of a committee of
this house?

The PRESIDENT — Order! The point made by
Mrs Peulich is totally irrelevant. The situation is that
this house has its rules, and the rules of this house are
that members cannot refer to a committee’s
proceedings before the committee has reported because
those proceedings and the activities of the committee
are covered by parliamentary privilege. There is no
opportunity for members of this house to comment on
them.
I know a couple of 90-second statements were made the
other day in which members had different versions of
events relating to a visit that apparently did not proceed
to one of the municipalities mentioned in Mr Tee’s
question. On that occasion it was probably okay in the
context of our proceedings, but it is not appropriate for
the minister to now refer to that. Mrs Peulich may wish
to disagree, but the fact is that it is not within the rules
and the standing orders of this Parliament. I uphold
Mr Lenders’s point of order; he was perfectly correct.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, can
you confirm whether you have received a letter of
complaint from an external — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! It might be in the best
interests of Mrs Peulich and all members if I intervene
and make a ruling straightaway. The minister is not
entitled to refer to the proceedings of the committee.
Those proceedings are subject to privilege. The
committee has not yet reported to this house; therefore
the minister should not allude to the affairs of the
committee. Mrs Peulich should not shake her head at
me; that is the ruling.

The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich is totally
out of order. Mrs Peulich is now trying to improperly
use the proceedings of this house to pursue a particular
line of argument in relation to concerns she has in
respect of that committee. I suggest that Mrs Peulich
take up those concerns with the committee. The
opportunity has been provided for that committee to
meet, and Mrs Peulich should take up those matters
there and not here. Mrs Peulich should not draw me, as
the Presiding Officer, into this debate by way of that
sort of question, which she tried to take up as a point of
order.

Mrs Peulich — On a further point of order,
President, I respect your ruling, but I would hope the
point of order and your ruling do not inadvertently
impugn the matters that are being raised with me by
third parties separate to any confidential proceedings of
the committee.

Mr O’Brien — Further on the point of order,
President, I suggest an additional course. I know
nothing about this except that I was in the house when
you mentioned the last member’s statement. I do not
know what the comments were about, but some have
made it into Hansard. I do not know whether that is
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proper or not, but if the opposition or anyone else is
going to persist with questions on this matter — —

might not have heard that comment, I will not ask him
to withdraw it, but I do not want to hear it again.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not want
explanations or editorials from Mr O’Brien. He should
state his point of order.

Hon. M. J. GUY — It is clear that the process we
have put in place is exactly the same process followed
by the previous Labor government when it came to any
examination of boundary change. Mr Tee has actually
asked a hypothetical question: will the government
agree to an extension of those councils’ requests? That
is a hypothetical question; it is a question that has not
been answered by the government.

Mr O’Brien — The point of order is that I ask you,
President, to consider Hansard and provide the house
with some guidance as to your ruling in respect of how
this matter can be best progressed, having regard to
what is in the public domain.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have heard enough; I
have already done that. I have said the committee
makes its own deliberations. Members should go back
to the committee and discuss it there. They should not
bring it before the house. The minister to continue,
without reference to the committee’s proceedings.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Thank you, President, and you
are quite right, this Parliament does have rules. Some of
those relate to provocation when it comes to questions
being asked, and they should always be picked up as a
matter of course. It is interesting to note that the
government has sent letters and made requests to
councils to look at anomalies in the non-growth
areas — for example, schools that have a growth
boundary running through the middle of them. One
school in the shire of Yarra Ranges had a boundary
running through the middle of the school. It was
haphazardly drawn by the previous government — —
Mr Tee interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Tee may not care less
about schools, but if he lets me get to the point, which
is — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister, to
continue without assistance.
Hon. M. J. GUY — With regard to the urban
growth boundary in non-growth areas, we on this side
of the house believe those councils have a right to say
that a boundary should not run down the middle of a
school. A non-government school should not have to
pay nearly $200 000 to a planning lawyer to get that
boundary changed so it can build on its own block of
land.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Pakula’s remark
was totally unparliamentary. On the basis that Hansard

Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I note there
were a number of distractions, but I take it from the
minister’s answer that he will not allow an extension of
time so that communities can be consulted and councils
can consult with their communities. I ask: can the
minister confirm that under his so-called anomalies
process there will be no community consultation in
relation to the loss of green open space?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
so-called anomalies process was endorsed in the last
Parliament by Mr Tee and the former Minister for
Planning, Mr Madden, who is now the member for
Essendon in the Assembly. It is the so-called anomalies
process about which Mr Madden ran into the
Parliament and said:
What we anticipate is that after we have progressed our …
body of work, we would look at some mechanisms being
developed for potential small-scale, logical inclusions where
anomalies may occur.

It beggars belief that Mr Tee would run into this
Parliament talking about so-called processes that he
backed before the last election, processes that bear his
name from before the last election and that he voted for
before the last election. That is the same process the
former government put in place, and it will be followed
by this government. The members of the Labor Party in
this state are an absolute, 100 per cent, rock-solid bunch
of hypocrites.

Housing: affordability
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
direct my question to the Minister for Planning. I ask:
can the minister inform the house of what action the
Baillieu government has taken to combat housing
unaffordability and reverse 10 years of inaction on land
supply?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I begin
by congratulating my colleague Mrs Peulich on her
work in combating the growing crisis in housing
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affordability in this city, because the Baillieu
government has done more in 11 months than the
previous government did in 11 years to combat the
housing affordability crisis in this city. The Baillieu
government has worked tirelessly to focus on land
supply and has brought forward 50 000 new lots in this
city. We have brought forward a housing affordability
unit to combat the root cause of housing
unaffordability. We are reforming precinct structure
plans.
More to the point, we have changed the law on the
growth areas tax so that state infrastructure can be
realised earlier in our growth areas and railway stations,
roads and community facilities can be delivered earlier.
This change to the law was opposed by the Australian
Labor Party. It was opposed by Andrew Daniels and his
colleagues — I mean the member for Mulgrave in the
Assembly, Mr Daniels — I am sorry, I am getting a
little worked up. It must be Jack Daniels, Andrew
Daniels, Daniel Andrews.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I trust that the
minister, when he gets back to his feet, will refer to the
Leader of the Opposition in the Assembly by his correct
name and title and correct what I hope was an
inadvertent reference to the Leader of the Opposition as
Andrew Daniels. I hope he will not venture forth on any
further folly or any other play on the name of the
Leader of the Opposition. It is not on.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I recently approved and have
pleasure in announcing to this house — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have asked the
minister, before he continues, to correct the record in
respect of his understanding of the name of the Leader
of the Opposition.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am advised that the Leader of
the Opposition is a Mr Daniel Andrews.
Mrs Peulich — For today, anyway!
Hon. M. J. GUY — That is correct.
I had great pleasure in bringing forward the Clyde
North precinct structure plan — 6600 homes,
18 500 people. It is work-in-kind legislation to bring
forward state infrastructure so that we can realise
infrastructure and jobs in growth areas at a time that
matters, proving that the Baillieu government has done
more in 11 months than the previous Bracks and
Brumby administrations did in 11 years to combat
housing unaffordability in our growth areas. I had much
pleasure in bringing forward 137 hectares of open space
and 432 hectares of new green space to encourage
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residential growth in the outer suburban area of the city
of Casey.
It is exceedingly important that we realise land supply
early, that we combat housing unaffordability with
supply, that we bring forward more projects in growth
areas to ensure that those growth areas have the ability
to absorb a decade — —
Ms Broad — On a point of order, President, and I
apologise for raising my voice to be heard. I appreciate
that all members raise their voices from time to time in
order to be heard. I also note that for some time the
house was quiet. To protect us all from industrial
deafness, I wonder if the minister, when the house is
quiet, could reduce the volume just a touch.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I say to Ms Broad that
I am not sure that I can successfully arbitrate on the
volume of a member’s contribution. I suggest that
Mr Guy is clearly on some sort of pep pills today, and I
do not mean that to be disparaging.
Hon. M. J. Guy — I hope not.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is certainly not, but I
am not sure that Mr Guy needed to be necessarily as
forceful as he was at that time. It is not a point of order
that I can uphold in the sense of a point of procedure. I
suggest, though, at this time that I have some concerns
today about some of the interjections across the
chamber, some of which I regard as unparliamentary,
and some of them, if they had actually hit particular
targets, I would have taken a very dim view of.
Members might be a little bit more careful. Some
ministers may have considered some of the questions
provocative. I think Mr Guy today has been fairly
provocative in the way he has approached answering a
couple of those questions, and that has clearly led to the
problem with some interjections, and I am not happy
about them.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am enthusiastic about good
news; Mrs Peulich is enthusiastic about good news. We
are enthusiastic about the way this government has
done more in 11 months than the previous government
did in 11 years to combat the growing level of housing
unaffordability in this city.
We had pleasure and were proud to bring forward the
Clyde North precinct structure plan — 432 hectares of
developable land and 137 hectares of open space to
complement legislative changes that we have made to
the growth areas infrastructure contribution tax so that
work-in-kind legislation can mean state infrastructure
being brought forward in this precinct much earlier than
could have been realised in the past. I say again that we
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are enthusiastic about good news, and with good
reason, because it is the Baillieu government that is
committed to getting people into their first home, to
combating housing unaffordability and to making
Melbourne the greatest capital of Australia in which to
live.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Given that on
a number of occasions during question time I have
asserted, and he has not disputed, the fact that
$104 million savings annually within the hospital
system equates to the full-time salary of 1758 nurses —
given that I have asserted it and he has not actually
disputed it once — why is it appropriate for Alec
Djoneff of the Australian hospitals industrial
association to be saying on radio that the ANF
(Australian Nursing Federation) is dishonest and
misrepresenting the nature of the government’s claims?
Is not Mr Djoneff adopting an approach intended to
prevent good faith negotiation, to inflame the dispute
and to lead to industrial disputation before Fair Work
Australia in accordance with his own EBA (enterprise
bargaining agreement) strategy?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will allow the
minister to answer, but I indicate that I have some
concerns with this question because it is drawing on a
report of what somebody is purported to have said on
radio. I do not know if the minister knows whether
those remarks were made or can verify those remarks
as such. I say to Mr Jennings that it is in the same
context as some newspaper discussions, and I have
some concerns about this question. I will let the
minister answer, but the minister might be aware that
relying on third-party sources and leveraging them up
for the sake of debate in here or questions in here is
fraught with danger.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
first thing I would say is that the precise detail of the
EBA negotiations will be conducted between the ANF
and the 86 hospitals bargaining agent. The person that
Mr Jennings refers to is an officer of that organisation. I
make the point clearly — obviously I did not hear the
specific points to which he refers, but notwithstanding
that — —
Mr Jennings — You don’t have to worry. Nothing
that I have said is inaccurate.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I did not hear it, so I am
cautious about accepting the rendition given by the
opposition. But let me be quite clear here. All the
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productivity savings that will be achieved through
arrangements struck by nurses and the hospitals in this
state — the 86 hospitals — will be devoted to higher
salaries and better conditions for nurses. Our aim is to
ensure that the government’s wages policy — the
2.5 per cent plus productivity arrangements — is in
operation. Equally, we see a number of ways in which
nurses and other health-care workers could get very
significant wage increases that could be achieved
through greater productivity.
I make the point that the nursing numbers that are
suggested there are certainly not accurate in the way
that has been described. I make the point that additional
funding has been applied by the state government to see
more nurses in our hospital system this year —
$725 million extra in the health budget and more than
$500 million in the acute health budget; increased
spending; increased nurses; increased support for our
health system.
At the same time the availability is there under
government wages policy where, if nurses are able
through the ANF to negotiate arrangements — and that
is our favoured course — greater and more productive
arrangements can be put in place. It may well mean not
less nurses, but more, and it may well mean better
arrangements are put in place. It may mean that nurses
are able to get very significant wage increases.
It is worth making it clear that the use of that
$104 million figure has not been accurate in the way
the ANF has described it publicly. The ANF made the
point that 4 per cent of the nurses wages bill that is
referred to in that point is actually in some way
different from the 3.5 per cent that is described
elsewhere in other parts of the government’s log of
claims. The 3.5 per cent, as I am informed, comprises
the 2.5 per cent plus 1 per cent, with the 1 per cent
coming from 1 per cent per year across four years.
I am making the point that the description by the ANF
has not been accurate on that. Notwithstanding that,
there may be many different ways in which productive
arrangements in the workplace could be struck between
the ANF and the 86 health services in Victoria. They
could see nursing salaries go up very significantly, and
certainly all the productivity savings and the greater
outcomes that can be achieved will be devoted to higher
salaries and conditions for nurses. That is the
government’s intention and, as I understand it, all the
86 health services support that position.
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Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
President, you would appreciate that I would like, in a
sense, the right of reply in asking my second question.
In 12 years of being in this place nobody has actually
pulled me up and said that I have misrepresented
anybody, until the imputation earlier today. I said that
Mr Djoneff said on radio that it was dishonest, and that
is what he said.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not think the
minister cast any aspersions in that regard. The minister
was taking the lead from me. What I am suggesting is
that clearly Mr Jennings believes he has quoted him
correctly; that may well be the case, and I would not
dispute that either, as indeed Mr Davis did not.
However, the proceedings of this house can have
problems when members come into this house and
quote someone who has been speaking to the media,
because the context of the answers they have given to
questions from the media might be very different to the
context that we would want to have in this place. My
concern — my warning, if you like — in terms of
coming back to the question, was about picking up on,
in effect, media reports, notwithstanding that it was an
interview in which the gentleman quoted was obviously
speaking. The member, to continue, but Mr Jennings
should be assured that his integrity is intact.
Mr JENNINGS — On this occasion I thank you,
President. The minister referred in his substantive
answer to the $104 million, asserting perhaps that I had
made this figure up. In fact in the online attachment to
the Age article there is a cabinet submission that has
those costings in it, and they are $104 million a year. Is
the minister indicating that that document is a forgery,
or does he want to take the opportunity to account for it
in a different way?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
reality is that there is nothing new in that particular
document. It is an old document, as I understand it, and
the productivity gains that can be achieved through
EBA negotiations could see significant increases in
salaries for nurses. The fact is there will be a bit of
argy-bargy throughout an EBA process. The previous
government in fact faced that, and I would be very
happy to make available to Mr Jennings some of the
literature that was put out by the ANF at the time that
attacked Daniel Andrews for the skills mix that he
sought to change, for the nurse-patient ratio that he was
said to be undercutting and for the short shifts that he
was said to be introducing. These are all the ANF
decisions, and I think — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Schools: mathematics and science
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I direct a
question without notice to the Minister responsible for
the Teaching Profession, Mr Hall. Will the minister
advise the house on progress in relation to the Baillieu
government’s commitment to provide mathematics and
science specialists in Victorian primary schools?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — There seems to have been a
prevailing atmosphere of some tension and
combativeness during question time today, so I am
pleased to hopefully wrap up question time with a
question and a subject which I think has the support of
all members of this chamber, that being the
$24.3 million commitment by the current government
to have specialist maths and science teachers in primary
schools. I thank Mr Davis for his question and the
opportunity to advise members on the progress of the
implementation of this commitment.
It was just yesterday morning that I had the pleasure of
meeting the first 100 teachers who are starting their
training to become specialist maths and science
teachers in Victorian primary schools. When I walked
into the function room at Etihad Stadium, where they
were about to embark upon the first 10 days of training,
the excitement in the room was more than apparent.
What we saw were 100 people, chosen from over 200
who had applied for these positions, who were about to
embark on the first of three training programs. This
week and next week they will undertake a 10-day
intensive course to help them in their role as specialist
maths and science teachers beginning in Victorian
primary schools next year. They will work in
55 different schools, represented in each of Victoria’s
nine education department regions.
Those teachers will be based as classroom teachers for
0.5 of their working week, and the other 0.5 of their
time will be spent assisting both teachers in their
schools and teachers in nearby networks or clusters of
schools to improve the way in which maths and science
is being taught.
The key to engaging people in the areas of maths and
science is to capture their imagination and interest when
they are young. I believe these 100 teachers scattered
throughout schools will do exactly that and equip
Victoria well for a resurgent interest in the areas of
mathematics and science study. This is the first cohort
of 100 teachers. In about two years there will be a
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further cohort of 100 teachers. I welcome this positive
commitment by the coalition government. It will lead to
better outcomes in maths and science education right
across the state.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 205–13,
625, 672, 2261, 5688–783, 5880–975, 5976–6167 and
7416–511.

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION AND
EARLY CHILDHOOD DEVELOPMENT
The Victorian Government’s Vision for
Languages Education
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Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 — Report of the Chief
Commissioner of Police pursuant to section 148R of the Act,
2010–11.
Major Sporting Events Act 2009 — Major sporting event
order of 11 October 2011 in relation to the Presidents Cup
2011.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Bayside Planning Scheme — Amendments C57 and
C92.
Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendment C80.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C81.
Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C188 and C189.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C114.
Mount Alexander Planning Scheme —
Amendment C57.
Wellington Planning Scheme — Amendment C68
Part 2.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession), by leave, presented Victorian
government’s Vision for Languages Education
report 2011.

State Electricity Commission of Victoria — Minister’s report
of failure to submit 2010–11 report to the Minister within the
prescribed period and the reasons therefor.

Laid on table.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Coroners Act 2008 — No. 117.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 13
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) presented
Alert Digest No. 13 of 2011, including appendices.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 116.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 118 and 119.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Criminal Procedure Act
2009 — No. 120.
Transport Accident Act 1986 — No. 115.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 109 and 117 to
120.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Architects Registration Board of Victoria — Minister’s report
of failure to submit 2010–11 report to the Minister within the
prescribed period and the reasons therefor.
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Order of
6 October 2011 giving approval to the granting of a licence at
Alexandra Gardens Reserve.
Emergency Services Telecommunications Authority —
Report, 2010–11.
TAFE Development Centre — Minister’s report of receipt of
2010–11 report.

Proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following Act:
Victorian Urban Development Authority Amendment (Urban
Renewal Authority Victoria) Act 2011 — 25 October 2011
(Gazette No. S342, 25 October 2011).

PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
The Clerk — I have received a letter dated
5 November from the Minister for Public Transport
headed ‘Production of documents’.
Letter at page 4349.
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110 000 visitors each year have a great time riding the
rail and picnicking in the surrounding bushland. Now
powering into its second half-century, Diamond Valley
Railway has introduced over 3 million visitors to the
magic of steam rail over its 2 kilometres of winding
track.

General business

Victoria University: achievements

Ordered that letter be considered next day on
motion of Ms PENNICUIK (Southern
Metropolitan).

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 9 November 2011:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Jennings
relating to the plans of the Minister for Health
relating to nurses;
(2) notice of motion 176 standing in the name of
Ms Hartland referring a matter to the Law Reform
Committee;
(3) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Pakula
relating to the Office of Police Integrity’s report
tabled in the house on Thursday, 27 October 2011;
and
(4) order of the day 21 regarding the Treasurer’s letter
concerning the myki ticketing system documents.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
would like to congratulate Victoria University on two
accounts. Firstly, Victoria University is reintroducing
compulsory student association fees. Professor Greg
Baxter, the pro-vice-chancellor academic and students,
says this will allow the university to provide a wider
range of services for the benefit of students. Services
common to student associations include child care,
access to social workers, legal advice, health and
fitness, and student community events and spaces such
as the student association offices. Now students can
defer payment through the higher education
contribution scheme. This is fantastic news for students
of Victoria University, many of whom are from the
western suburbs. Reinstating the student association
will mean an improved student experience.
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Secondly, Victoria University’s Footscray Park campus
swimming pool now contains 100 per cent treated
rainwater, saving 2 million litres of drinking water a
year. Congratulations to Victoria University on its
leadership in sustainable practices.

Diamond Valley Railway: 50th anniversary

Exports: Governor of Victoria awards

Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — On
Sunday, 30 October, in the Eltham Lower Park my
colleague Ed O’Donohue, the Parliamentary Secretary
for Transport, and I joined a group of proud volunteers
who battled rain squalls and set out to mark 50 years of
serving the community in a very special way. The day
marked 50 years since the founding of what we now
know as the Diamond Valley Railway Inc. Led by the
young and energetic president, Sam Daly, a sizeable
representative group, including secretary Ted Brierley,
immediate past president Tim Haldene, Gloria
Gallacher and other passionate volunteers, marked the
half-century since the founding of the miniature railway
by the late Clement Meadmore. One volunteer who
joined back in 1961 continues to serve the community
by applying his skills and passion for miniature rail.

Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate four companies from South Eastern
Metropolitan Region on winning the 2011 Governor of
Victoria Export Awards. These awards acknowledge
the skill, contribution and achievements made by local
exporters to the state and national economy.

Motion agreed to.

Diamond Valley Railway is an iconic tourist attraction
nestled in Eltham’s gateway amidst native gardens and
adjacent to extensive parkland. Its supporters are proud
of its splendid safety record and its 150-strong
volunteer membership base, which ensures that over

Ronstan International, based in Braeside, manufactures
and distributes fittings for powerboats, yachts,
architectural and industrial applications. Established in
1953, it has grown to be one of the largest
manufacturers of yacht fittings in Australia, and it was
the winner of the small to medium manufacturer award.
MTECH Systems, based in Dingley, develops and
manufactures software, systems and equipment for the
aviation and meteorological industries. It began
exporting in 1987 and is now exploring growth
opportunities in China and Europe. It was the winner of
the small business award.
Ceramic Fuel Cells, based in Noble Park, is a world
leader in developing fuel cell technology to provide
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reliable, energy efficient, high-quality and
low-emission electricity from widely available natural
gas and renewable fuels for small-scale, onsite,
micro-combined heat and power and distributed
generation units that co-generate electricity and heat for
domestic use. It was the winner of the minerals and
energy award.
Invetech, based in Mount Waverley, has been at the
forefront of breakthrough product development and
automation, helping companies get new products to
market through innovative design, engineering and
manufacturing for more than 30 years. It was the
winner of the large services award.
Further, it is important to note that 6 of the 14 recipients
of these awards, including the four mentioned above,
were won by companies from South East Melbourne
Innovation Precinct. This precinct, which comprises the
local government areas of Kingston, Greater
Dandenong, Monash and Knox, is home to 40 per cent
of Victoria’s manufacturing activities and more than
56 000 registered businesses. I again congratulate these
companies and wish them future success.

Ballarat Arch of Victory
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — It was with
great pleasure that I accompanied the Minister for
Veterans’ Affairs, Hugh Delahunty, and Her
Excellency Ms Quentin Bryce, Governor-General of
Australia, to the official opening of the renovation of
the Ballarat Arch of Victory, which is world renowned
and the entrance to the Ballarat Avenue of Honour, the
earliest known memorial avenue in Victoria, with over
3200 trees planted to honour soldiers from the Ballarat
region who served in the First World War. I
congratulate the restoration committee, led by Jeremy
Johnson, and the three tiers of government on
supporting this important restoration work.

Ballarat District Nursing and Healthcare:
centenary
Mr RAMSAY — I joined the Governor-General in
attending a reception to celebrate the 100-year
anniversary of Ballarat District Nursing and Healthcare,
an extremely important heath service which was
recognised by the Baillieu government with an election
commitment of $1.8 million. This was delivered in the
first budget. Congratulations to CEO Joanne Gell and
her team on this wonderful milestone.
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Mount Blowhard Primary School: facilities
Mr RAMSAY — I also acknowledge the great
honour I was given of representing the Minister for
Education, Martin Dixon, in officially opening new
school facilities at Mount Blowhard Primary School.
The new, refurbished classrooms and school hall are a
fitting testimony to demonstrate what can be achieved
by an extremely tenacious principal in Lynne Devlin,
ably supported by the school council president, Stuart
Scobie, the parents and the local community. It is a
great example of what can be achieved with the support
of the local, state and federal governments and the
fortitude and determination of a small rural community
that takes pride in its primary school and wants the best
education for its children.

Baiada Poultry: employment conditions
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Poultry
workers employed by Baiada Poultry at its processing
facility in Pipe Road, Laverton, will take industrial
action this week. The action will commence at
6.00 p.m. on Wednesday, 9 November. This protected
action is in response to the company’s attempts to take
away job security and implement an unethical and
illegal employment model which puts cash-in-hand
workers and contractors inside Baiada’s poultry
processing facility. This type of illegal, indirect
employment model is dangerous, particularly at a
workplace with many injuries, including an injury
resulting in the death of Indian national Sarel Singh
who was sucked into a machine and decapitated last
year. I am told this indirect employment model has also
compromised the quality of the poultry sold in our
major supermarkets and threatens to expose consumers
to food-borne pathogens like listeria, campylobacter
and salmonella.
Over the last year Baiada has systematically attacked
the rights of its workers to collectively bargain and
work in a safe workplace. The company has intimidated
workers into resigning from their union and has
verbally threatened workers who refused to take risks
with worker and consumer safety. On a positive note,
and despite their relatively vulnerable position against
one of Australia’s most powerful companies, these
workers are intelligent, resourceful and courageous.
They can protect themselves and the consumer. All
they need is the removal of the barriers that are holding
them back from achieving job security. This protected
action is an important stand for all Australians who are
forced to endure insecure employment, and I urge all
members to get behind these brave workers.
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Schools: maintenance
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate the Baillieu government on its
announcement last week of a comprehensive
maintenance audit of all Victorian government schools
after 11 years of Labor neglect. The audit sends a
strong message to the Victorian community that the
Baillieu government will work hard to ensure that it
tries to fix the mess left behind by the former Labor
government.
As the Parliamentary Secretary for Education I have
had the opportunity to visit numerous schools
throughout Victoria, speak with local principals and
witness buildings needing urgent repairs after being
neglected over 11 years of Labor administration. The
mind boggles at what could have been fixed in local
schools had the federal Building the Education
Revolution program money not been wasted and
mismanaged by state and federal Labor governments.
That is why I was surprised to read a media release
from the deputy opposition leader in the Assembly,
who is also the shadow Minister for Education, Rob
Hulls, which states:
Mr Hulls said that after almost 12 months in office, the
Baillieu government had only itself to blame for the state of
Victorian public schools.

This is the same ALP deputy leader who stood outside
his local schools claiming maintenance neglect by the
Baillieu government. That education stunt was nothing
more than a confession of his own lack of commitment
and effectiveness as a local MP, as the former Deputy
Premier, and the hypocrisy he now shows as the
shadow Minister for Education.
A newspaper article published in the Dandenong
Leader of 7 November headed ‘Schools falling apart in
Greater Dandenong’ stated that Keysborough College
had a $2.4 million maintenance bill, Lyndale Secondary
College a $889 323 bill and Noble Park Secondary
College a $247 798 bill. What a great legacy in
education the Brumby government left behind for the
Greater Dandenong community — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Frank Thompson
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I
congratulate Frank Thompson on his 80th birthday
celebrations, which were held at the Victorian branch of
the Maritime Union of Australia last Sunday and
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attended by around 150 family members, friends,
colleagues and comrades who have known and
respected Frank throughout his many years of
community activism. Frank made his most significant
contribution to the Victorian community through his
work in the Maritime Union of Australia, as a
councillor and mayor of the former City of
Collingwood and as an ALP member. Frank has served
on the management committee of many community
organisations and as an organiser for any number of
campaigns.
It is impossible for any one person to tell the full story
of the life of a man of Frank’s calibre — someone who
has been active over so many years across Victoria,
including Collingwood, the Mornington Peninsula and
Castlemaine — which is why the accolades of three
speakers were needed to cover the territory: Caroline
Hogg, a former member of this chamber; Wally Curran,
formerly of the Meat Workers Union; and Barney
Cooney, a former Victorian senator. Caroline Hogg
evoked the bliss it was to be alive in that dawn on the
Collingwood council with Frank, and she was referring
to the promise that came from the Whitlam
government. Wally Curran held Frank up as man and
unionist who, able to persuade many to his cause, never
lost his working-class identity and struggled selflessly
for his community, not for personal position or power.
Barney Cooney recognised that each of us holds an
aspect of Frank’s story and that we are all part of his
understanding and his strengths and achievements.
Happy birthday, Frankie!

Bendigo: Biggest Ever Blokes Lunch
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My 90-second
statement is about the big blokes luncheon which is
going to be held in Bendigo on Friday, 25 November.
This is an opportunity for men to get together to raise
awareness of prostate cancer. A similar event to this
one has been running for the last three years in
Shepparton, and I have been able to get to a few of
them. This event will follow on from the inaugural
Bendigo event, which was held last year.
We know prostate cancer is one of the easiest cancers
to control and recover from, yet of all the cancers it
continues to be the biggest killer of men. Getting
together to share a meal and a few drinks and hearing
stories from men who have had or are dealing with
prostate cancer has a positive impact on getting men to
contact their local GP to have a check-up, particularly
once they turn 40 but critically once they turn 50.
The organiser of the Bendigo event, Keith Sutherland,
undertakes a whole range of fundraisers. He is a strong
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community man. He has organised a substantial line-up
of items to be auctioned so that additional moneys can
be raised to help fight prostate cancer. I urge all men
approaching middle age to book a ticket for the big
blokes barbecue on Friday, 25 November, and if
possible to add to the items to be auctioned. If they are
unable to do that, then they should go and see a GP and
get themselves checked out.

Children: early childhood services
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — It has
been 12 months since the Baillieu government came to
office, and its members have little to show for it,
particularly in the area of children’s services. This
government has axed the Take a Break occasional
child-care program, resulting in the closure of many
programs around the state, especially in regional
Victoria. There have also been fee increases for some
centres and some job losses. Some centres have lost
their government-funded professional indemnity
insurance. The Baillieu government has cut the Young
Readers program, and it has cut access to free internet
services for Victoria’s kindergartens. It has scrapped
the dedicated funding to children’s centres, and it has
woefully underinvested in kindergarten infrastructure.
Minister Lovell has been trolling around the state
opening many projects funded and commenced by the
former Labor government — with no
acknowledgement of that fact. The minister has sought
to disguise her underachievements by claiming Labor’s
achievements as hers. Last week the minister opened
two children’s centres in Melbourne’s northern suburbs.
She claimed that the Victorian coalition government
had contributed $1.95 million towards the Laurimar
activity centre and $500 000 to the Gowanbrae
community and children’s centre when in fact both
projects were fully funded by the former Labor
government.
I take this opportunity to congratulate Danielle Green,
Lily D’Ambrosio and Christine Campbell, Assembly
members for Yan Yean, Mill Park and Pascoe Vale
respectively, former Minister for Children and Early
Childhood Development Maxine Morand and the local
communities and local councils involved on achieving
a great outcome for the northern suburbs. Given that
dedicated funding for new children’s centres has now
gone, few new children’s centres will receive funding
from the Baillieu government. The minister should stop
gilding the lily and start delivering for Victoria’s
children.
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Hepburn community wind farm: opening
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — On Saturday I
had the privilege of attending the formal naming of the
Hepburn community wind farm at Leonards Hill. At
capacity the two wind turbines generate enough power
to supply 1000 houses. Saturday was a very sunny day
with only a light breeze, yet the two turbines were still
operating at half of their full capacity — enough to
power some 500 homes. This project was made
possible by local community members who became
shareholders in the venture. It was a great family event
attended by hundreds from the local community. My
children and I were able to tour the wind tower. Geoff
Howard, the member for Ballarat East in the other
place, was in attendance, and the Greens were well
represented by Mr Barber. I suppose I am not surprised
that no members of the government parties were
present.
The day was somewhat soured by the realisation that
this local vision to provide a cleaner world, a vision
supported and funded by the local community, is a
historic anomaly. Under the Baillieu government, local
communities, with the best will in the world, will
struggle to get projects like this off the ground. I salute
the local community, which worked so hard to get this
project up. I thank those who made my day so
enjoyable, and I urge the government to stop and think,
drop its radical and extreme opposition to wind farms
and restore some balance so local communities that just
want to do the right thing are not punished.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Time!

VICTORIAN RESPONSIBLE GAMBLING
FOUNDATION BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
gives me pleasure to speak on the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Bill 2011 and
indicate that the opposition will not oppose the bill. The
bill should be unremarkable and uncontroversial
because the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation builds on the legacy of the previous
government’s Taking Action on Problem Gambling
blueprint of some five years ago. It was a five-year
blueprint with more than $130 million worth of funding
designed to promote problem gambling services,
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promote education campaigns directed at problem
gamblers, reduce the incidence of problem gambling in
the community and reduce the impact of problem
gambling on Victorian families, including those who
find themselves victims of the curse of problem
gambling. The bill ought to be uncontroversial, but it is
a victim of the overblown rhetoric of the government
and the Minister for Gaming’s claim that in setting up
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation he is
creating an independent foundation modelled on
VicHealth. This foundation is nothing of the sort, but I
will come back to that later.
It is worth putting on the record that back in 2009–10,
according to the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation, Victorians lost some $5 billion through
gambling. Electronic gaming machines accounted for a
large proportion of those losses, but they were not
confined to electronic gaming machines. We have just
been through the Spring Racing Carnival, during which
some people had a bit of luck but many others — —
Ms Pulford interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — ‘How did I go?’,
Ms Pulford asks. I went better on Derby Day and Cup
Day than I did on Oaks Day and Stakes Day, and I
reckon I am in the same boat as many in that regard.
Mrs Peulich — Out of pocket?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — No, I was a little in front
all in all. However, the point is that for many Victorians
that was not the case. Horseracing, not just at Spring
Racing Carnival time but throughout the year, can be an
issue for Victorian problem gamblers. I have known
well and worked with people with serious issues with
horseracing and the gambling that goes with it. We also
know that many people find their gambling pleasure at
the casino. Many people do so for leisure, and many do
so to the extent that it becomes a problem.
In recent times we have also seen an enormous upsurge
in the use of digital gambling options through smart
phones, online accounts and sports betting, which is
being promoted heavily at sporting venues. It is quite
obvious that some of the more recent campaigns have
moved away from education about electronic gaming
machines and started to move towards education about
betting on a mobile phone or a smart phone and betting
on sporting events or two flies crawling up a wall.
These days the options for betting are vast and
immediate, and anyone who has an online account
would know that their ability to bet funds from their
online account and also to transfer funds from their
bank account to their online account is incredibly easy
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and immediate. For those who have a predisposition to
addictive behaviour or are getting in over their heads,
the risks are very real, and the problems they can lead
to, both for themselves and for friends and families, are
apparent and immediate.
Governments of all persuasions and in jurisdictions
right around the world are having to address issues in
regard to problem gambling. Back in 2003 the previous
government passed the Gambling Regulation Act 2003,
which established the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation. It laid out tough regulations to
ensure that wherever possible gambling was conducted
responsibly, and it laid out obligations on gaming
venues and gambling providers. We passed regulations
back in 2005 that strengthened the provisions of the
2003 act. As I indicated at the outset, we initiated the
Taking Action on Problem Gambling campaign, which
was a five-year blueprint with more than $130 million
worth of funding. It was that initiative that saw a
massive upsurge in educational programs and
advertising campaigns and the provision of gamblers
support, which all helped to bring down the incidence
of problem gambling, though not as much as we would
have liked.
More always needs to be done to bring down the
incidence of problem gambling, and governments will
have to continue to increase their investment in this
regard because of the gambling options I outlined
earlier. It is no longer about a punt on the horses or
going to the pokies; there is a plethora of gambling
options, and they are growing by the day. The ease of
access to those options and the immediacy of the losses
are growing all the time. The capacity of gambling
organisations to adapt, to change their product offerings
and to deal with changing community interest and
sentiment is something we should not underestimate.
The need for governments to increase their investment
and change the focus and delivery method of that
investment will be a watching brief for governments.
Governments will have to continue to work on these
things as the problems mutate, as the offerings change
and as the propensity of people to become addicted and
become problem gamblers changes and diversifies.
A few years ago Mr Drum and I were both on the
Select Committee on Gaming Licensing. We have
talked in this house previously about some of the
matters the committee examined, but its substantive
work, unlike the witch-hunt conducted by elements of
the committee, did not get a lot of coverage. It looked at
problem gambling and took evidence from people who
had been confronted by problem gambling issues and
worked hard to address them. If we had suggested back
in 2007 that 5 or 10 years hence there would be a
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gambling offering that was more likely than electronic
gaming machines to give rise to problem gambling, we
would have been laughed out of the room. Right now
electronic gaming machines are the biggest outlet for
problem gamblers, but I am not sure that will still be the
case 5 or 10 years from now.
There is now an ability to quickly gamble large sums of
money on a range of different events, whether they be
sporting or political events. We have just seen Pakistani
cricketers sent to prison because people are gambling
on whether a no-ball will be bowled or how many runs
will be scored in a particular over. This betting during
the run of play, which is a form of constant gambling
that occurs during every minute of play in any given
sporting event, means that it is a very real prospect that
problem gambling will emerge in a much more serious
way in forms of gambling other than electronic gaming
machines. These are the kinds of issues that
governments confront, and they are among the reasons
that we as a government announced a cap on
withdrawals from automatic teller machines and
initiated a ban on automatic teller machines in gaming
venues, which will come into effect next year.
The legislation before us today is a result of the
commitment the coalition took to the last election to
create the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation,
with $150 million worth of funding from the
Community Support Fund guaranteed for the next four
years. The government described it as being based on
the VicHealth model. I take issue with that, and I will in
a moment, but it is clear from the briefing we had that
the foundation will be a service delivery agency. It is
not an organisation that will have a policy role, it is not
an organisation that will have an advocacy role and it is
certainly not an organisation that will have a regulatory
role.
In the discussion we had with the department it was
reconfirmed by the minister’s staff and by the
department that the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation will retain all of the regulatory
functions that it has currently and that none of those
regulatory functions will be transferred to this
foundation. Without commenting on whether or not
that is appropriate — it would appear to be
appropriate — it is absolutely necessary that that be
unambiguous, and we seem to have unambiguous
confirmation that that is the case.
The function of this foundation will primarily be to
deliver services to problem gamblers, to run community
education campaigns about problem gambling, to run
advertising campaigns, to run Gambler’s Help or
whatever organisation might be the successor to
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Gambler’s Help if it changes its current format, and
other like functions. We have been told by the
department that the foundation might assume some of
the research roles currently performed by the
Department of Justice and that there will be some
Department of Justice roles subsumed into the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation.
I understand there will be a committee stage, so one of
the things we might pursue in committee is how much
of the money is following those roles — in other words,
how much of that $150 million is being taken out of the
Department of Justice and put into the foundation as
functions from the department flow into the foundation.
Certainly at the time of the briefing those details had
not been finalised, but perhaps some of them have been
now.
As I indicated, the funding will come out of the
Community Support Fund — $150 million over four
years. It is very important to indicate that this
$150 million has not materialised out of nowhere; there
are a whole lot of funded campaigns that exist right
now, the funding for which will be included in that
$150 million, whether they be Gambler’s Help, other
education campaigns or, as I have indicated, potentially
some of the functions of the Department of Justice.
Having said that, Taking Action on Problem Gambling
was $132.5 million over five years; this is $150 million
over four years. We acknowledge that, but as the issue
of problem gambling becomes more acute, more
widespread and more difficult to pin down to a
particular form of gambling it is inevitable that the
resources that governments put into addressing those
activities are going to need to grow.
It is important to lay on the table the opposition’s
concerns about this bill and what is going to flow from
it, because the government has made some pretty wild
claims about the nature of this foundation. There are
some issues with that, and there are some very real
issues in the advocacy space which I indicate the
opposition needs some satisfaction and clarification on.
The risk we run is that in creating this foundation we go
backwards in the policy and advocacy areas, and that is
an outcome that cannot be allowed to occur.
The first point I want to make is that this foundation is
not the independent creature that the minister likes to
pretend it is. The minister says the foundation is
independent, but he appoints the chair of the
foundation, the deputy chair of the foundation and the
CEO of the foundation. Two coalition members of
Parliament will be appointed to the board of the
foundation. The government indicates that there will be
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three MPs on the board, in line with the VicHealth
model. Let me make a point about this.
The opposition is very happy and proud to participate
on the VicHealth board because it is a policy and
advocacy organisation. It is an organisation that is
specifically designed to provide input to government, to
sometimes hold the feet of government to the fire and
make life difficult for the government and to advocate
on behalf of Victorians for better health outcomes for
Victorians. This foundation is no such thing. The
minister made it clear in his second-reading speech that
there will be no policy role for this foundation and no
advocacy role for this foundation. This is a service
delivery agency and nothing more. The government
then says, ‘We are going to give it a veneer of
VicHealth by providing a spot on the board to a
member of the opposition’. We will wait and see how it
plays out.
The other point I should make is that we were told in
the briefing that, just like VicHealth, the board of this
foundation will have one member of the Liberal Party,
one member of The Nationals and one member of
Labor on it. There is no mention of Ms Hartland or the
Greens and no recognition of the fact that one day the
Liberal Party and The Nationals might not have a
majority in this place. One day there might be a Labor
government with majorities in both chambers, like the
coalition has now, but the government seeks to enshrine
in legislation, through the second-reading speech, that
members of the Liberal Party and The Nationals will
always make up the majority of those members of
Parliament on the board — to say nothing of the
Greens.
It is also worth nothing that the government determines
the size of the foundation’s allocation from the
Community Support Fund. It has made a commitment
over the next four years, but beyond that what sort of
income this foundation receives is totally reliant on the
budgetary decisions of the government of the day. The
foundation has to consult with the minister on its
business plan and on any variations to the business
plan. What we have is a chair appointed by the
minister, a deputy chair appointed by the minister, a
CEO appointed by the minister, two coalition members
on the board, a budget reliant on the government, a
business plan that you have to consult the minister
about and variations to the business plan that you have
to consult the minister about — but it is totally
independent! If that is independent, then I would hate to
see what a dependent foundation would look like,
because I cannot imagine it could look much different
to the foundation that is being created by this bill.
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The second point is the one I have touched on, which is
that this foundation is nothing like VicHealth. The
minister talks about a VicHealth model, but for some
reason that I cannot fathom the minister specifically
said in the second-reading speech that this organisation
cannot undertake policy work or advocacy work. He
did not go into any reasons why that is the case and he
did not even leave open the possibility of the
foundation doing policy and advocacy work at some
point in the future. He simply said, ‘N-O, it is not to do
anything of the sort’. The policy and advocacy work it
does is the very thing that makes VicHealth so
respected. It is what gives the shine to the VicHealth
brand and it is why comparing this foundation to
VicHealth is such an attractive thing for the
government to do. The government is saying the
foundation is like VicHealth, except it cannot do the
things that make VicHealth VicHealth. It is a bit rich
for the government to be comparing this foundation to
VicHealth in any way.
To claim any similarity to VicHealth in these
circumstances is, frankly, spin. To restate the point I
made earlier, the opposition is dubious about the
government using the VicHealth claim as a pretext for
putting members of Parliament on the board of this
foundation at the same time as it is creating an
organisation which bears almost no resemblance to
VicHealth in any substantive sense. That is a matter of
concern to us, and that concern would certainly be
greatly assuaged if government speakers were to
indicate that policy and advocacy work was back within
the remit of this foundation.
I say that most vigorously, because at the same time as
the minister is refusing to allow this foundation to
undertake policy or advocacy work he is refusing to
guarantee any funding for the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Advocacy Centre past 30 June next year. The
advocacy centre was set up by the previous government
to do the very work this foundation should be doing if it
were to be properly comparable to VicHealth but which
the minister has said this foundation will not be doing.
The Victorian community may pay the price of the
funding for the advocacy centre being cut off in order to
help fund the foundation.
The bill, which is ostensibly about helping problem
gamblers, might in the end be the cause of the demise
of the only state-funded advocacy centre which is
targeted at problem gambling. In anybody’s language
that has to be an utterly perverse outcome. You cannot
claim to be worried about problem gambling when you
use the creation of a responsible gambling foundation
as cover for defunding an advocacy centre aimed at
problem gambling during this debate. The government
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could put this concern to rest very simply by
announcing that the funding for the advocacy centre
will be renewed after next year.
Mr Lenders — And the Assistant Treasurer can do
it!
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — And the Assistant
Treasurer can do it.
We put this very question to the department during the
briefing. We asked, ‘Will the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Advocacy Centre be funded beyond 30 June
2012?’, and the answer we were given was, ‘No
decisions have been made about that’. We did not raise
those questions in a vacuum. I have been consulting
with a number of organisations which have concerns
about this, including the Uniting Church, and with
individuals who have been on the Responsible
Gambling Ministerial Advisory Council. They have
raised these concerns with me because they have raised
them with government and have not been given an
answer that gave them any comfort whatsoever.
Something seems very fishy about the fact that at the
same time that the government is creating this
foundation and refusing to allow it to do advocacy work
the government is simultaneously refusing to guarantee
that the Victorian Responsible Gambling Advocacy
Centre will be funded past 30 June next year. I wonder
why that might be? Might it be because the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Advocacy Centre has said some
things about mandatory precommitment that this
government finds inconvenient? Might this be the
advocacy centre’s punishment for that? I hope the
government is not that vindictive. I hope the
government sees some benefit in having a state-funded
advocacy regime beyond 30 June next year. I urge
government speakers to put these concerns to rest today
by indicating that the state will continue to fund the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Advocacy Centre
after 30 June 2012.
It is also instructive that the government will not
commit to the ongoing funding of the centre for
excellence in problem gambling treatment that is run
out of Monash and Melbourne universities. This centre
for excellence does fantastic work. The government is
indicating that it has made no decision about that. The
departmental advice at the briefing seemed to suggest
that the role and some of the functions of the centre for
excellence would be subsumed into the role of the
foundation. All is not what it seems. The government
talks about $150 million, but things are being chopped
and hived off from elsewhere to help pay for this, and
other really important organisations and functions
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might go by the wayside. The difference with the centre
of excellence is that at least the department is saying
that some of the things it does might be done by the
foundation — and there might be an argument for
that — but with regard to advocacy, where the
government has said quite specifically that there will be
no advocacy role for the foundation, there is no excuse
for the advocacy centre to be defunded.
The last issue I want to raise has also been raised with
me by various stakeholders, and it concerns the way the
bill has been drafted. There appears to be no
impediment at all to the minister appointing to the
board of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation current executives of gambling companies
that make up a consortium. Nor is there any obligation
of disclosure by those organisations if the minister does
appoint them.
We have had conversations with stakeholders who have
indicated, for instance, that it might not be entirely
inappropriate for a retired person who once worked for
a gambling company to be on the board of the
foundation — and I agree with that. Someone who has
worked for Tabcorp, Tatts, Sportsbet or any of these
organisations probably has some insight into problem
gambling that could be very useful for the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation. However, there is
no way it can be properly argued that it would be
appropriate for serving executives from gambling
companies to operate on the board of a foundation
aimed at helping problem gamblers. That would strike
me as one of the more obvious types of conflict of
interest. I would have thought that any government with
an eye to really wanting to help problem gamblers
would ensure that legislation setting up a foundation
such as this made it impossible for the minister to
appoint current executives of gambling companies to
the board of the responsible gambling foundation.
Having said that, it may well be that the government
has absolutely no intention of appointing persons
currently engaged by gaming companies to the
foundation board, and it may be that the minister wants
to keep the definition of an appropriate person to be a
board member as broad as possible for other reasons. If
it is the case that the definition is being kept broad for
other reasons and the government has no intention of
appointing current executives of gaming companies to
the board, perhaps the government speaker might want
to provide that undertaking to the house or perhaps it is
something we can interrogate further during the
committee stage.
The opposition supports the creation of a responsible
gambling foundation. We recognise that this has been
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an issue for some time and it will be an issue long into
the future. Governments need to continue to change the
way they deal with problem gambling and to confront
the changes in the gambling landscape, and I suspect
they will need to continue to increase their investment
in problem gambling solutions, but what is not
appropriate is for the government to pretend it is
creating something that it is not. This foundation is not
independent: it is nothing like VicHealth. It should not
have executives of current gambling companies on the
board — I fervently hope it will not — and it must not
lead to the demise of the only state-funded advocacy
centre for problem gamblers.

protection in the bill to prevent it from being made up
entirely of people who currently work in the gambling
industry — people who currently take money from the
western suburbs in profit.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Mr Pakula has covered much of the ground that I would
have covered, and I am in total agreement with him. All
my concerns about the bill are very similar, so rather
than talking about what the bill does I am going to talk
about what it does not do and what I see as the
contradictions in the bill.

Will the foundation be able to look at some of the ideas
that the Greens have advanced on these issues such as a
maximum bet limit of $1 per spin? Given that 88 per
cent of recreational gamblers already spend less than
$1 per spin when playing the pokies, this policy would
actually not affect the average punter, but it would
certainly slow up the problem gambler. Will the
foundation be looking at and advocating those kinds of
ideas?

One of the things I would like to start off with is the
fact that my electorate of Western Metropolitan Region
is clearly targeted by the gambling industry as an area
where it can make large amounts of money. I do not see
how this foundation is going to do anything to stop that.
I would like to quote a few figures from the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation. The city of
Brimbank has a population over the age of 18 years of
138 779 people. It has 15 venues and 953 machines. Its
losses in the 2010–11 financial year were
$139 385 098.32. The population of over 18s per venue
is 9252. What will this bill do to actually stop the
western suburbs being targeted as a place to make huge
amounts of money out of people who cannot afford it?
How will this foundation do work that will cut the
losses that obviously lead to incredible destruction of
families? Problem gambling causes heartbreak, suicide
and thefts from employers. How will this foundation do
anything to stop that?
The minister has said that the VicHealth model will be
used for the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation. I do not see that stated in the bill nor in the
minister’s second-reading speech. As we all know,
VicHealth is a body that has great respect and authority
in the community because it is independent in its policy
and advocacy. The foundation might do some research
but it will not be doing policy or advocacy. One grave
concern I have, as already outlined by Mr Pakula, is:
how do we know who will be on the board? When we
look at the VicHealth board we see a range of people
with backgrounds in the areas of health, advocacy,
social policy, sports and politics. How do we know who
will be on the board of this foundation? There is no

We do not know who will be on the board, and in terms
of political representation there will be people from
both houses of Parliament, but the Greens are clearly
excluded from that representation. I can only assume
that is because we have always advocated strongly
against the evil behaviour of some gambling companies
and the way they target people and use people to make
profit.

The Greens will be voting for the bill, but I do not see
how it will fix any of the problems that I see in the
western suburbs. It will not stop the losses in areas like
Brimbank; it does not have transparency; we do not
know who will be on the board; we are not sure about
connections to the board — there are many unanswered
questions that I will be asking during the committee
stage. Mr Elsbury rolls his eyes again, but he is a
representative of the western suburbs and I would have
hoped that by this stage he would have taken up the
cause of supporting and defending people in the
western suburbs who are targeted by the pokies
industry.
Mr Elsbury — Don’t get me started, Colleen!
Ms HARTLAND — Actually, when we were last
debating this bill Mr Elsbury told me that it was going
to fix everything. I am not sure whether he had read the
bill when he made that comment because I do not see it
fixing a thing.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
proud to be standing here this afternoon to speak in
support of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation Bill 2011. Victoria has been, and continues
to be, a trailblazing state in many areas of legislative
reform. This bill and the consequent establishment of
the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation is just
such an action.
The bill seeks to tackle problem gambling through the
establishment of an independent body and give it the
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ability to do its job. The introduction of this bill shows
the government is serious about acting on problem
gambling. The amount of $150 million will be invested
to assist those with a gambling issue to work through
their troubles and rebuild their lives. Ms Hartland
expressed last sitting week, and again in her
contribution today, her concern for problem gamblers
in Melbourne’s west, and I identify with those
sentiments. I have no issue with gambling as a leisure
activity. I lost $20 on the cup, and I would not be
surprised if the horse is still on the track! Every so often
I feed my hard-earnt money into a pokie machine. But
it is when those small, fun actions become much more
and develop into an unhealthy habit that we need to act.
According to a Department of Justice report from 2009
titled Problem Gambling from a Public Health
Perspective, 73 per cent of Victorians participate in
some form of gambling each year; 47.5 per cent bought
a lotto ticket; 43 per cent bought tickets in raffles,
sweeps and other competitions; 21.5 per cent played
pokies; 16.5 per cent bet on horses or greyhounds;
15 per cent bought scratch tickets; less than 5 per cent
bet on sports or gambled at the casino; 0.7 per cent of
Victorians are classified as problem gamblers; 2.36 per
cent are moderate-risk gamblers; 5.7 per cent are
low-risk gamblers; and 64.3 per cent are non-problem
gamblers. That leaves 27 per cent of the population
who do not participate in gambling.
The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation will
not be a pro-gambling or an antigambling organisation.
It will seek to assist those who have developed a
damaging gambling habit, to divert their behaviour and,
as a diversionary measure, to educate those who are at
risk of damaging habits as a diversionary measure. As I
stated earlier, the package includes $150 million of
funding over four years which will see the annual
budget for the problem-gambling initiative climb from
$26.5 million under the previous government to
$37.5 million with this reform. Given the tough budget
constraints implemented by a coalition government
attempting to repair the damage of Labor sitting on the
Treasury benches for 11 years, including the
mismanaged gaming machine licence sell-off which did
not realise the true value of such licences and lost
$3 billion in that exercise, it is clear through this
commitment that we are serious about getting this
situation under control.
An integrated approach will be developed with research
commissioned to study problem gambling. With this
information a proper strategy can be developed on how
to communicate with problem gamblers and what
messages are most likely to reach the target audience.
The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation will
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work with established organisations like Gambler’s
Help to deliver counselling services. Although not
included specifically in the bill, the foundation will also
carry out a counselling and advice function through an
office that will be known as the gambling information
resource office. The gambling information resource
office will assist local communities, local governments,
sporting clubs, individuals and industry by providing
information on gambling, regulatory processes and how
to have your voice heard by regulatory
decision-makers.
The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation will
benefit from many of the elements employed by
VicHealth in its structure and operation. It will be
governed by an independent chair and board, including
three members of Parliament from each of the major
parties: The Nationals, the Labor Party and the Liberal
Party. This structure allows for bipartisan support of the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation’s
initiatives. Members of Parliament cannot be appointed
as chair or deputy chair and will hold their position for
four years or until a house of the Victorian Parliament
is prorogued or the Legislative Assembly is dissolved.
The board will consist of people who bring their
knowledge and experience to benefit people impacted
by a gambling addiction. The board will consist of
between four and eight members to be appointed by the
Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
minister. Their appointment will be for a specified
period of not more than four years.
The Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation
Bill 2011 creates the legal framework for the
establishment of the foundation’s functions, establishes
the position of chief executive officer, puts in place
ministerial powers to direct the foundation, establishes
the Responsible Gambling Fund and outlines
arrangements for the employment of staff. Considering
the massive funding of $150 million dedicated to this
cause, it is incumbent upon the government to ensure
that Victorian taxpayer money is spent within a system
of accountability. The Financial Management Act 1994
will require the foundation to report to Parliament each
year, and this will place genuine financial
accountability on the foundation and those who operate
the accounts that support initiatives surrounding
problem gambling.
The ability of the foundation to conduct its business
with as much autonomy as possible while protecting the
financial interests of Victorians seemed to be an issue
for Mr Pakula in his contribution to the debate. The
minister will not be approving the foundation’s
business plan. However, the minister will want to know
that the foundation has a strong plan in place to achieve
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its objectives. The foundation structure is greatly
different to that of an organisation the former Labor
government established, Sustainability Victoria. The
minister is required to approve the business plans of
that organisation directly. The foundation’s day-to-day
functions will be independent. It must be stressed that
the work of the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation is to assist problem gamblers.
The foundation will fund research, provide counselling
services and undertake educational initiatives to divert
those who could potentially tip over from the category
of potential problem gambler into that of problem
gambler. The foundation is not a lobby group and it will
not take up a policy role. It will assist those who are in
need. That is its goal and that is where its resources
need to be directed. This bill highlights the importance
of providing resources to the challenge of problem
gambling in our state. The amount of $150 million is a
substantial investment over four years, and it will
provide great support measures to those afflicted with a
gambling problem. The structure of the foundation
borrows from that of VicHealth; the government is
using a strong and proven model for tackling this
problem in our community. I wish the board and the
foundation as a whole all power to their collective arm
in this endeavour. I am proud to indicate my strong
support for this bill.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
speak briefly on this bill primarily in response to
Mr Elsbury’s fairly outrageous comments and loose
words about the sum of $3 billion. I will just provide
some context. We have a piece of legislation that has
been designed to stop problem gambling or deal with it
through the foundation that it will establish. Selective
commentary on an Auditor-General’s report is probably
the prerogative of any member of Parliament, but I
want the house and Mr Elsbury to take note of exactly
what Mr Elsbury is saying. If he wants to selectively
paraphrase from an Auditor-General’s report and say
that potentially $3 billion more could have been milked
out of gaming machines at the time of the global
financial crisis (GFC) by maximising the profits
without restraints or any cognisance of the coalition’s
amendment for country clubs, then I suggest he stand
up and say that the gaming companies of Victoria
should have the prerogative to milk the community for
every single cent they can during a global financial
crisis with no heed whatsoever for small country clubs.
If Mr Elsbury wants to say that, and if by implication he
is criticising the previous government for not milking
that $3 billion out of the community, he should have the
courage to go into his electorate and say that is his
objective. He should go out there and milk $3 billion
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from problem gamblers by removing every constraint,
by putting every profit motive in place so that the
taxpayer can actually get more dividends out of the
community, forgetting the minor fact of the GFC and
that his party, The Nationals, the Greens and the
Democratic Labor Party, supported by the government
in the end as part of a package, brought in a more
generous tendering process that allowed clubs in
country areas in particular, but clubs generally, to bid
less for their licences. If what Mr Elsbury believes is
that the clubs in country areas should pay more and that
vulnerable gamblers should be exploited more, he
should say that before he just mindlessly parrots
Josephine Cafagna’s lines about the $3 billion. I
support the bill.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I might
return to what this bill is actually about. We have heard
a number of members speak about the Spring Racing
Carnival held last week. Mr Pakula attended the races
on quite a few days, as did many other Victorians and
many people from around the country and overseas. It
is a great time of year; there is no doubt about that. As
we know, literally hundreds of millions of dollars are
put through TAB branches, on-course betting facilities
and bookmakers for the Melbourne Cup, the race that
stops the nation. Many people punt on that one race
each year.
There is much debate on this issue at the federal level
with the proposal by the Independent member for
Denison, Andrew Wilkie, on pokies reform. But as
Mr Pakula rightly highlighted, gambling comes in
various forms; it is not just pokies or horseracing. As
Mr Pakula said, a plethora of betting and gaming
activities exists, including online betting, horseracing,
greyhound racing and table games at casinos.
In my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region,
which is also the electorate of Mr Lenders — —
Mr Lenders — It is a very good region.
Ms CROZIER — It is a very good region, indeed.
In Southern Metropolitan Region Crown Casino
operates within its complex legitimate responsible
gaming and entertainment businesses. It provides
significant employment opportunities for many
Victorians. In fact the number of employment
opportunities is within the range of 6500 and there are
regular positions for 3000-plus contractors. Crown
Casino has a responsible gambling and gaming
message. A number of features within the gaming areas
encourage and arrange for people to gamble
responsibly. We know, as members have highlighted,
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that some people are at risk of serious gambling
problems. Problematic gambling is very destructive to
not only the individual but also their families and, in
many instances, their communities. Ms Hartland raised
some figures about her area, as did my colleague
Mr Elsbury and other speakers in their contributions. I
think we are all in agreement as to how serious a
problem gambling is.

Motion agreed to.

A Victorian gambling study that commenced in 2009
produced data that indicates that some moderate
gamblers become problem gamblers once their gaming
habits increase or they are further addicted to the
process. In the coalition’s policy in the lead-up to last
year’s election we recognised that problem gambling
was a major concern to many people within the
community. As a result of that, the Liberal-Nationals
coalition pledged to establish a Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation, which, as Mr Elsbury and others
have said, will be funded by the Community Support
Fund. The foundation will undertake a range of
functions. Mr Pakula said that there was something
fishy in the facts around the funding of the
foundation — the $150 million over four years. It is
actually a 41 per cent funding increase over the
previous government’s gaming and gambling
programs.

Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
would like to start off with what both Mr Pakula and I
outlined in our responses to this clause on who will be
on the board, because there is no provision in the bill to
say that someone who is not currently working within
the gambling industry would not be on the board. It
does not say what kinds of people the government will
have on the board. VicHealth has a very wide selection
of talent and interests among its board members. Can
the minister tell me who is going to be on the board?

The purpose of this bill is, as has also been said, fairly
unremarkable. It will establish the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation and make
consequential amendments to the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003. The objectives of the foundation are to
reduce the prevalence of problem gambling and the
severity of harm related to gambling, and to foster
responsible gambling. The board, which has some
similarities to the make-up of the VicHealth board, will
be responsible for ensuring that the foundation achieves
those objectives. The functions of the foundation will
include a number of preventive activities to address the
determinants of problem gambling. It will have
responsibility for education and information programs
to provide treatment, counselling and intervention
services in relation to problem gambling, and it will
provide information and advice in relation to various
issues related to gambling and gambling legislation.
The bill is a comprehensive component of what this
government seeks to undertake in addressing problem
gambling within this state. The foundation is the first of
its kind and the Minister for Gaming, Michael O’Brien,
should be commended for taking the lead within
Australia and providing Victorians with a
comprehensive and far-reaching approach to tackle
problem gambling. With that contribution I commend
the bill to the house.

Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1

Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I guess
the first point to make in answer to Ms Hartland’s
question is that I do not know who is on the board and I
do not know who is going to be on it because it has not
been appointed, suffice it to say that we believe the
model chosen by VicHealth is dated and one that can be
improved. Therefore we believe the most appropriate
manner in which to select people on this board will be
for the minister to appoint people based on their skills
in relation to the objectives and functions of the
organisation that will be established.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Could
that mean that everybody on the board could be
currently involved in the gambling industry?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I think
that is a hypothetical. I am not sure whether to answer
that or not. What could or may someone be? I think the
objective of this is to get people who have the
appropriate skills, as I said, and objectives for the
functions that have been outlined.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
question I asked the minister was: would it be possible
then for this entire board to be made up of people who
currently are involved in the gambling industry?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I would
just say I do not think it is wise to start engaging in
speculation on who is going to be on the board. As I
said, suffice it to say that people will be chosen on
merit. Clearly the government will make considered
decisions which are relevant to the organisation and
obviously where conflict issues do not apply.
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Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
minister has spoken about the fact that this would be
based on the VicHealth model, but he has just said that
VicHealth is somewhat dated. He also said that
VicHealth does policy and advocacy work but this
foundation does not, so how can he say that this body is
modelled on VicHealth?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — When I
talk about the VicHealth model, it is because it is based
on the public health approach to problem gambling, but
when I am talking about what is dated I am talking
about the board’s selection process and the skills of
those being specified in the legislation, so there are two
separate issues rather than the two combined.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — In that
case my second question is: in the VicHealth model
they do policy and advocacy, but the foundation will
not be doing that, so again how can we say that it is
modelled on the VicHealth model?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — With
respect, I think I have just answered that question.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — How
will this foundation be used? Obviously I have a major
concern with what happens in the western suburbs
because of the huge losses that are incurred. What will
the foundation do to cut those losses?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
organisation has been given an unprecedented amount
of resources to fulfil its objectives, which, as has been
outlined, are to reduce problem gambling and
gambling-related harm. Rather than referring just to a
specific area of suburban Melbourne I would prefer to
take a broad approach and say that those objectives and
the ability of the organisation to carry them out are
obviously unique, and we believe that will lead to its
objectives being fulfilled.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Can
the minister outline how that will occur?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Can
Ms Hartland specify what it is that I should outline will
occur?
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — How
will this foundation cut the losses from pokie machines
for families across Victoria?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — One of
the things it will do is launch major education
campaigns within communities to advise people about
problem gambling and how to foster responsible
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gambling as a way forward. The government cannot
force people to change habits, but it can provide
education campaigns to give people the full answers
about gambling issues and ensure that they are fully
aware of problem gambling issues and some of the
signs in relation to problem gambling.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) —
Currently Brimbank has 15 venues, which basically
means that for most people there is often a venue in
their neighbourhood. What is the foundation actually
going to do to cut the number of venues and the number
of machines in those high-risk areas?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I would
just say that cutting the number of gaming machines is
not covered by the specifics of the bill. Ms Hartland’s
specific question in relation to Brimbank and those
15 venues is not addressed directly in the bill.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
purpose of the foundation, as I understand it, is to
actually deal with problem gambling. One of the issues
around problem gambling is the number of venues and
the number of machines. If the foundation is not able to
address those kinds of issues, how do you see it being
able to cut losses?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
government has never sold this bill as one which will
target individual venues for closure. If that is what is
being asked, I respond that the government has never
said that is what it would do.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I still
do not understand how this foundation will actually
assist people throughout Victoria who have problem
gambling issues. How is it actually going to assist those
people to stop gambling when we have so many venues
and so many machines?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
government has never believed that the foundation
itself is a silver bullet. It has always said that we need a
holistic approach to combating problem gambling. In
response to Ms Hartland’s question I would say that
this should be viewed through the prism of the
government’s policies around precommitment, around
there being no ATMs in those facilities and around
maintaining regional caps. It is part of a larger
mechanism to address issues in relation to problem
gambling. There is obviously only so much a
government can do, but the mechanisms that are being
put in place through this bill, particularly the education
campaigns around problem gambling issues, will go a
long way to addressing some of those concerns.
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Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 5 agreed to.
Clause 6
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Clause 6 outlines the functions of the foundation. It has
already been ventilated during the second-reading
debate that it will not have an advocacy role or policy
role. Can the minister explain why that is the case?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I will
go back to some of the points that were previously
raised, noting that it is not a policy-making body — that
is obviously the role of governments or the Parliament.
It is a service delivery body procuring research,
counselling, treatment and education services to deliver
the foundation’s statutory objectives. As I said before, it
is the job of parliamentarians to make that kind of
policy. There is no shortage of policy advocates on all
sides of the gambling debate. The government has said
it does not want to take funds away from the research
that has been done on counselling, treatment and
education.
The foundation will include a gambling information
resource office to provide objective information and
advice to the people and organisations that want to
engage in gambling policy, the regulatory process or
public debate. It will not be a body to be captured by
any side of the gambling policy debate; this will be an
independent body solely focused on delivering on
important objectives and functions. That is what the
government believes will be achieved by passing this
bill.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The minister has just made the point that policy is a
matter for parliamentarians, and I would venture to say
that one of the reasons that parliamentarians are
represented on the VicHealth board is that it is in fact
an advocacy and policy body. In the absence of there
being an advocacy or policy role for this organisation,
given that it is strictly a service delivery organisation,
why is it appropriate for there to be members of
Parliament on the board?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That
question is quite similar to some of the questions asked
before. The presence of MPs on the board relates to the
government’s commitment to model some of the
structures of the VicHealth board, and that is why on
that one as well as this there will be members of
Parliament on the board.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
know there will be; that is why I asked the question. I
will come back to it when we get to clause 9. The
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minister has answered my question about advocacy. Is
he able to confirm that the functions of and activities
currently carried out by the Responsible Gambling
Advocacy Centre are not the kinds of functions that the
foundation will have?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — No
decision has been made in relation to the details of the
way the advisory centre will operate. It will be a
function of the foundation to come back with those
details. We are leaving it to the foundation, obviously,
to make those decisions or to provide that direction as
to where it will go, so we have not been specific in the
bill in relation to the advisory group. We have been
specific about the establishment of the process, but not
about the details beyond it.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am mindful that the minister has answered the question
after extensive consultation and I do not want to in any
way impugn the minister, but I have to say that I find
that answer a bit difficult to swallow. The minister has
already conceded that the foundation cannot do
advocacy. Basically the only thing that the advocacy
centre does is advocacy. So if one does advocacy and
one cannot do advocacy, how can it be that the decision
has not been made about whether or not it is going to
subsume its functions?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
premise of Mr Pakula’s question is wrong. The
advocacy centre does many things; it is not limited to
just advocacy. I think that is the crux of the point.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Would the minister care to outline to the Parliament
what the Responsible Gambling Advocacy Centre does
other than advocacy? I would like to hear what those
functions are.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Pakula said before that he finds some things
difficult to swallow. I must say that I also find some
things difficult to swallow, given that Mr Pakula should
know the answer to this question, as he was part of the
government that set up the centre.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — I wanted to hear it from you.
Hon. M. J. GUY — It is the same. In terms of the
advocacy centre, it does a number of things, such as
provide information sheets on different aspects of
gambling, problem gambling and how to get help in
relation to problem gambling. It obviously does a
number of key things in the education space, as
opposed to the issues Mr Pakula raised.
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Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
That might well be the case, but is the minister
disputing that the Responsible Gambling Advocacy
Centre’s primary function is advocacy?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Let us
be clear: its primary function is advocacy and
education.
Clause agreed to; clauses 7 and 8 agreed to.
Clause 9
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
This is just a straightforward question in that there is a
distinction between what is in the bill and what is in the
second-reading speech. The bill refers to only three
members of the board being from the Legislative
Assembly or the Legislative Council, elected jointly.
The second-reading speech makes reference to a
member of The Nationals, a member of the Liberal
Party and a member of the Labor Party. My question is:
is the second-reading speech intended to be a guide to
interpretation to ensure that in future in all
circumstances that will be the configuration of the
members elected to the board?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — While
the second-reading speech outlines the intention of the
government, obviously future governments may have a
different agenda. As Mr Pakula said in his contribution
to the second-reading debate, should a Labor
government have a majority in both houses, they might
choose to appoint a member of the Greens. I will not
make any quips, but they might appoint three Labor
members to the board. The intention of the government
is outlined, and that is what it relates to.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 10
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Hopefully I have only one question on clause 10. This
again was the subject of some conversation during the
second-reading debate. Clearly the clause places no
impediment on the minister appointing a current
serving executive of a gaming company to the board of
the foundation. I am not going to ask the minister to
state the obvious, because clearly there is no
impediment under the clause. Can the minister provide
the house with any guidance as to whether the
government is prepared to indicate that indeed it will
not appoint anyone who is a current executive of a
gaming company to the board of the foundation?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is the
obvious. The government would make appointments
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that are obviously based on merit, but within that issues
in relation to conflict would also be taken into account.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
minister refers to whether or not there is a conflict, but
there is nothing in the bill about a conflict, so how will
that be resolved?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — There
are processes and probity checks that take place at the
departmental level when someone is going through a
process of appointment to a government board.
Clause agreed to; clauses 11 to 16 agreed to.
Clause 17
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
raise a matter in regard to the chief executive officer’s
position. The Minister for Gaming has made some
comments about the independence of this foundation.
We have already touched on the fact that both the chair
and deputy chair are Governor in Council appointments
on the recommendation of the minister, and whatever
one says about that, it is what it is. I am wondering why
the position of CEO is a Governor in Council
appointment on the recommendation of the minister
rather than an appointment of the independent board.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
exactly what I am advised. That is exactly what occurs
with VicHealth, and that is the structural model on
which it has been based.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
That is interesting. The minister has already indicated
that there are certain elements of the VicHealth board
structure that the government considers to be out of
date and therefore they have not been replicated in this
bill. Given that the government has made such a song
and dance about the independence of this foundation, if
it is looking for elements of the VicHealth model to
change, perhaps one where the board appoints the CEO
rather than the minister appointing the CEO might be a
good one if the government is really committed to its
claim that this is an independent foundation. However,
I do not think there is anything in what I have just said
that requires a response from the minister.
Clause agreed to; clause 18 agreed to.
Clause 19
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Clause 19 of the bill refers to the Responsible
Gambling Fund. It talks about the creation of a
Responsible Gambling Fund that will be administered
by the foundation. Can the minister provide some
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further information about what the Responsible
Gambling Fund is, how much will be in it and what it
will do?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
fund is again similar in structure to how VicHealth
operates. Why is it there? It is there because that is
where the money for the Responsible Gambling Fund
will be deposited. How much will that be? It will be
$150 million over four years.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Will money be appropriated from that fund to fund the
Responsible Gambling Advocacy Centre?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — That is
a very good question. No decision has been taken to
date. I am sorry; that might elicit more questions from
you, but no decision has been taken at this point in
time.
Clause agreed to; clauses 20 to 22 agreed to.
Clause 23
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
have a couple of questions about clause 23. I
understand the minister might not be able to be
expansive in this regard, but there is a very broad
provision that says the minister may give to the
foundation written directions relating to the objectives
and functions of the foundation, and the foundation
must comply. Can the minister provide some examples
of what kinds of directions this clause might be
contemplating?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
question is somewhat hypothetical. I want to be as
frank as I can. Again, it is a similar structure to
VicHealth, and there will be similar powers to what
exists with it. We have replicated those with this bill. It
goes to the heart of the need to provide a balance
between accountability and independence. As I said, I
cannot get into specifics because I do not want to be
hypothetical from one to the other, but obviously it is
the same function that exists in the legislation for
VicHealth.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
think the minister might have touched on this a little in
his answer, but can I just ask: what is the thinking
behind the minister having to publish that direction in
the Government Gazette after it is given? Can the
minister explain the thinking behind that?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes. I
would refer in part to the previous rationale, being the
structure put forward by VicHealth, but predominantly
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this is for accountability and transparency reasons.
They are the core reasons.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
So when the minister refers to accountability and
transparency reasons, it is the government’s position —
and I do not want to verbal the minister — that it is
appropriate for the minister to be able to give
directions, but for the purposes of accountability and
transparency it is appropriate that the public then be
aware of what those directions are?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Yes.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I may
have misheard Mr Elsbury before — and I apologise
for mispronouncing Mr Elsbury’s name — with regard
to him saying that the minister would not be giving
directions and that this foundation would be
independent. It is fairly clear to me from the bill that the
foundation will be directed. Can I have that clarified?
As I said, I may have misheard what was said.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
cannot comment on Mr Elsbury’s second-reading
debate contribution. However, clause 23 obviously
provides the minister with the power to direct the
foundation in writing in relation to the objectives and
functions of the foundation and says that the foundation
must comply with the direction. I do not know how that
relates to what was stated by anyone in the
second-reading debate; I apologise.
Clause agreed to; clauses 24 to 26 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WATER LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(WATER INFRASTRUCTURE CHARGES)
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
first thing I will say in rising to speak on this bill is that
the Labor Party does not oppose it. This is a very
complex bill dealing with what is essentially a sensible
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alignment of the Essential Services Commission (ESC)
and the ACCC (Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission) in relation to two water authorities in
northern Victoria. The bill has been outlined quite
clearly by the minister in his second-reading speech.
The response from the Labor opposition has been very
clearly enunciated by my colleague Jacinta Allan, the
member for Bendigo East in the Assembly, so I do not
need to refer any further to that.
While I could wax lyrical about Peter Walsh, the
Minister for Water, and some of the views on water he
holds that I disagree with, I would not do so in relation
to this bill. I think this is a sensible piece of legislation.
It is legislation that had the auspices of the previous
government; former Premier John Brumby and former
Prime Minister Kevin Rudd had agreed that some of the
powers referred to the ACCC should logically come
back to the ESC, and this bill puts that in place.
I certainly do not oppose this bill. For Mr Hall’s
benefit, I compliment Mr Walsh on this bill in that he
was forthcoming with a very thorough briefing. He and
his office showed courtesy and gave information to the
Labor Party that the party sought. Credit where credit is
due; I will put that on the record. I will sit down,
because Jacinta Allan has said it all. The opposition
does not oppose this bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will not oppose this bill.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr BARBER — Don’t tempt me! The purpose of
the bill is a complicated legislative three-step aimed at
landing on the ultimate square of the Essential Services
Commission becoming the regulator for certain charges
associated with water infrastructure generally
considered to be part of the Murray-Darling system.
I could wax lyrical — like Mr Lenders — on the
success or otherwise of the regulated monopoly model
we seem to have now for water, gas, electricity and
anything else that may have been flogged off in the
1990s, but that will be for another day. In all those areas
there are some important challenges coming down the
line, many of them driven by climate change. It is
unlikely that this combination of the invisible hand of
the market and some sort of economic monopoly
regulation is going to deliver the outcomes we want.
We wish the government had shown a bit more
ambition when it came to regulation of water resources
rather than bringing in this fairly minor bill. In any case,
we will support the bill.
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Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — I rise to speak
in support of the Water Legislation Amendment (Water
Infrastructure Charges) Bill 2011. Like the previous
speakers, I wish to make some short points about the
bill. It principally amends the Water Industry Act 1994
to apply certain provisions of the Water Charge
(Infrastructure) Rules Act 2010 (WCI rules). As has
been said before, the bill enables the Essential Services
Commission to approve or determine charges for the
provision of certain water services in the state. It also
enables the ESC to apply for accreditation of those
arrangements by the ACCC (Australian Competition
and Consumer Commission) and to make related and
consequential amendments to that act and other acts.
Under the commonwealth Water Act 2007 the federal
Minister for Sustainability, Environment, Water,
Population and Communities introduced water
infrastructure charge rules which give the ACCC the
power to determine the water infrastructure charge that
Lower Murray Water and Goulburn-Murray Water may
levy from 1 July 2013. Pricing for non-basin water
charges will continue to be made using the existing
ESC regulatory regime. The bill will enable the
Essential Services Commission to seek accreditation
from the ACCC of the Victorian applied provisions,
which will enable the ESC to remain the price regulator
for all water businesses in northern Victoria.
The bill is time critical. Under commonwealth rules the
ESC must apply for accreditation from the ACCC
before 31 December 2011. As soon as the Victorian
scheme under this bill is accredited, the ESC will take
over the ACCC role as the price regulator of
Murray-Darling Basin water charges in Victoria,
something which is expected to occur early next year.
The good news is that this bill will reduce red tape and
regulatory costs to water authorities by having them
deal only with the Essential Services Commission
instead of both the ACCC and the ESC. Dealing with
one regulator will give the irrigator greater certainty.
Victorian water users will be better off with an
accredited ESC due to its familiarity with the key
challenges facing the region, such as the
Murray-Darling Basin plan and the Northern Victoria
Irrigation Renewal Project (NVIRP). This will ensure a
smooth transition to the new regulatory arrangements
and integration with government priorities around both
the basin plan and the Northern Victoria Irrigation
Renewal Project.
The bill has been drafted to satisfy the criteria for
accreditation set out in the commonwealth rules. To
avoid a potential conflict between the proposed state
and existing commonwealth legislative schemes the bill
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excludes the application of a number of existing powers
and functions of the ESC in its role of approving or
determining basin water charges. Similar provisions
under or consistent with the commonwealth rules or the
commonwealth Water Act 2007 will be effective
instead.

infrastructure was disappointing, to say the least. From
there on it was a deterrence to any good relationship the
government hoped to build with country Victoria.
Leaving that aside, this bill serves Victoria well in
infrastructure pricing, and it allows the ESC to do what
it does best. I commend the bill to the house.

Customers will not pay more under this amendment.
Victorian rural water users will be better off with an
accredited ESC due to its familiarity with the basin plan
and NVIRP. Consumer interests will be taken into
account by ensuring that charges reflect efficient and
prudent expenditures and are stable over time. The
WCI rules already apply to northern Victoria; the bill
does not enable the application of the commonwealth
law. The bill will enable the ESC, Victoria’s
independent economic regulator, to continue to make
price determinations in this region.

Motion agreed to.

A person’s right to judicial review through the state’s
courts of an approval or a determination of a basin
water charge made by the ESC as regulator will not be
impacted. However, the use of the provision to appeal a
determination of the ESC within the ESC act will not
be available in relation to an approval or determination
of a basin water charge. Victorian farmers will not face
new charges under this bill as basin charges are
currently levied. The only change is that the ESC will
determine these charges according to the Victorian
applied provisions enacted by this bill.
In summary, I am pleased to see that the opposition
parties, including the Greens, are supporting the bill. In
a past life I was president of the Victorian Farmers
Federation (VFF), and I spent many hours — in fact
years — negotiating on behalf of farmers a
commonwealth water bill that protected the interests of
water users in Victoria. I spent many hours in
discussions with the former federal Minister for the
Environment and Water Resources, Malcolm Turnbull;
the former Prime Minister, John Howard; and, with the
change of government, the former Minister for Climate
Change and Water, Penny Wong. During this time the
VFF, with Victoria’s Premier, both Steve Bracks and
John Brumby, were united in protecting Victoria’s
interests in the proposed Murray-Darling Basin plan
and the commonwealth Water Bill 2007.
We had a common purpose in dealing with the
commonwealth to protect Victorian irrigators and an
ongoing commitment to upgrade the ageing irrigation
channels in northern Victoria. However, the Brumby
government’s sleight of hand to tap water from a finite
water resource in the Goulburn system to provide
security of water for Melbourne water users as a
condition of investing in upgrading irrigation

Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank Mr Lenders from the opposition,
Mr Barber from the Greens and Mr Ramsay for their
contributions to this debate, and in particular I thank all
members in the chamber for their support of this bill. I
also appreciate the generous comments made by
Mr Lenders about the quality of the briefings provided
by the department.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

TRANSPORT LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT (PUBLIC TRANSPORT
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will not oppose the Transport
Legislation Amendment (Public Transport
Development Authority) Bill 2011 but it will seek to
amend it. We will not pursue the amendments we
pursued in the Legislative Assembly, but I will refer to
them during the second-reading debate. We will,
however, pursue amendments regarding a requirement
for the Public Transport Development Authority
(PTDA) to publish directions given to it by the Minister
for Public Transport. About 15 minutes ago we had an
interesting debate on the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation Bill 2011, which, like this bill,
has a provision that says the minister may provide the
foundation — the authority in the case of the bill before
the house — with directions.
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However, the two bills have very different clauses
about what has to happen next. The Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Bill 2011 says those
directions must be published in the Victoria
Government Gazette as soon as practicable. When we
had discussion in committee I asked the minister why
that was, and he said it was for reasons of
accountability and transparency. When we discussed it
further, I said, ‘What you are saying to me is that it is
appropriate for directions to be given, but for reasons of
accountability and transparency it is appropriate that
they be published in the Gazette’, and the answer was
yes. In the bill before the house we have provisions that
say the authority may publish directions. There is no
obligation on it to do so, and there is certainly no time
line for when it has to do so. We will pursue
amendments in that regard.
Beyond that, our view of this bill is similar to the view
we put in regard to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation Bill 2011, which is that the government has
boasted about the independence of the authority and
how it will have the ability to make wide-ranging
decisions in regard to public transport infrastructure in
the years ahead. I am pretty sure that is what the Greens
had in mind when they went to the last election with a
plan for an independent public transport development
authority. I am certain it is what the Public Transport
Users Association believed was being promised. I
know it is what the government promised to deliver, but
this is far from that.
Mr Barber — What have we got here?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Barber asks, ‘What
have we got here?’. Whilst I do not want to be diverted
from the structure of my comments by questions from
Mr Barber, it is fair to say that what we have here is
simply another layer of bureaucracy with no more
independence from the minister than the current
Department of Transport. In effect all we have is the
director of public transport under another name. The
government went to the last election with a
commitment to deliver the Public Transport
Development Authority. Whilst we will argue about
whether this delivers what was promised, whether it is
as independent as the government claims and whether it
will be able to do anything more than the current
Department of Transport or the director of public
transport do, we will not oppose the legislation, because
it was a matter of some profound contest during the
election campaign.
I remember well a public debate that occurred at the
Melbourne town hall with Mr Barber, Mr Mulder, the
now Minister for Public Transport, and me. There were
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quite a large number of people who seemed well
disposed to Mr Barber but not so well disposed to
Mr Mulder or me. We had a spirited debate about a
range of matters, including the creation of an
independent public transport authority. I recall
predicting at the time that the authority would either be
so powerful as to render the minister’s role almost
nugatory or be simply another layer of bureaucracy
with no more powers, no more authority and no more
scope to enable it to do anything more than the current
director of public transport and Department of
Transport do. Surprise, surprise, the second contention
was far more accurate than the first.
This is all happening in the context of a government
that does not want to commit to any elements of the
Victorian transport plan (VTP). I am the first to suggest
that a new government is not obligated to carry out the
programs of its predecessors. However, in the Victorian
transport plan we had programs that were fully
budgeted and funded, like the premium station
upgrades. We had other programs that were highly
necessary, such as the truck action plan, WestLink,
Melbourne Metro 1 or a range of other projects. If the
government will not proceed with them, it is incumbent
upon it to indicate what it will do instead. We have
already seen the first round of Infrastructure Australia
applications come and go with no submissions from the
Victorian government. The second round is close to
being closed, and I wonder whether the government has
made a submission this time.
The government is benefiting now from a range of
things put in place by the previous government before
the last election and throughout the last term. As I
recall, at the time of the last election 15 of the 38 new
X’trapolis trains had been rolled out onto the network. I
dare say that since the election a large number of the
balance have been rolled out by the government. The
previous government provided the funding and built the
trains which the current government is now rolling out
onto the network and which are helping to improve the
punctuality of the network. I would not describe the
situation as a golden era for public transport, as the
minister has done — his mission-accomplished
moment! He may as well have done it on an aircraft
carrier. I suspect that moment will come back to haunt
him.
Nevertheless, we are now seeing the benefit of that
investment. The Doncaster area rapid transit system is
working well for the people of Doncaster. We
understand the government still has on the drawing
board its plan to build a railway line to Doncaster and
another to Rowville. I look forward to Mr O’Donohue
indicating in his contribution how that will work for the
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people of Murrumbeena, Carnegie and Oakleigh and all
the other people along the Dandenong-Cranbourne
corridor where the boom gates are down for many
minutes of the day and explaining whether another half
a dozen trains per hour being fed down that corridor
will make life easier or harder for those people. Perhaps
the government is prepared to commit to grade
separating Murrumbeena Road, Poath Road, Koornang
Road and all the rest. A whole lot of the investments
from the Victorian transport plan have been rolled out
and are now making a real difference.
When I and other ministers of the former government
see the fruits of our investments being enjoyed by the
new government and the Victorian community, we
have to wonder, ‘What if things had been slightly
different last November?’. However, they were not, and
the new government is continuing with the initiatives
that it cannot undo. If the government will not continue
with the important VTP initiatives, we look forward to
its indicating exactly what initiatives it will implement
in order to make the public transport system more
efficient and more responsive to the needs of
commuters.
That brings me to the Public Transport Development
Authority. During the campaign the Public Transport
Development Authority was a bit of an alibi for
Mr Mulder. When we sought specifics about
infrastructure projects, about what construction would
go on and about what new lines and services would be
created, the answer was, ‘That will be a matter for the
independent Public Transport Development Authority’.
Unfortunately it is not nearly as independent as it
seems, because basically this authority will act under
the control and direction of the minister. If it is going to
act under the control and direction of the minister, I
would sincerely hope he is going to be able to provide a
better answer than he has been able to provide in the
past, given that it will be his goals, his objectives and
his decisions that the Public Transport Development
Authority will be implementing rather than its own.
The advocacy role of the PTDA will be restricted to the
confines of the goals of the Department of Transport
and the Minister for Public Transport. I have to say that
it is our view that if you are going to have a properly
independent public transport development authority, it
ought to be free to advocate for whatever it believes to
be the most important and effective outcomes for public
transport users. The coalition government has said that
the authority will be customer focused. If it is really
going to be customer focused, if it is really going to be
independent and if it is really going to be able to deliver
for Victorian commuters, why confine its advocacy
work to the goals and directions provided to it by the
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minister and the department? That sounds a lot like the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Bill 2011,
which we have just debated, under which the minister
directs the foundation. That foundation cannot advocate
at all. At least the PTDA can advocate, but only in the
way it is told to by the minister and by the department.
The legislation goes on to allow the minister to
intervene and give the authority such direction as he
sees fit. You can have an authority like that if you want,
but you cannot call it independent. You cannot have it
both ways; you cannot say, ‘Here is an authority that is
independent’ and then on the other hand say, ‘The
minister can direct what it does, and it can only
advocate for those things the minister or the department
lets it advocate for’. We have a situation where the
minister appoints the board of directors, so we have a
minister-appointed board, ministerial directions as to
the roles and functions of the authority and ministerial
directions as to its advocacy performance, yet the
government continues to have the audacity to claim that
the PTDA will be an independent authority that is
customer focused.
We are also concerned that there is no requirement, it
seems, for any of the regular surveying or reporting that
will be carried out by the PTDA to be made public in
any way. We are going to have an authority that gathers
a whole lot of information about the attitudes of
commuters and no doubt about load breaches, crush
numbers, punctuality — —
Mr Barber — It will release them just like you did,
will it?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Barber, we put them
up on the Metro website on a rolling 28-day average.
We have an authority which is about gathering all of
that information, but there is no obligation to make it
public. There is this facade of it being independent.
Then we go to the issues that were raised in the
Assembly in regard to amendments. In many ways this
authority is a reflection of the general disingenuousness
of the government in relation to the undertaking it gave
to the Victorian community about being open,
transparent and accountable. If I heard the Premier,
Mr Baillieu, talk about openness, transparency and
accountability once during the last term, I heard it a
million times.
Mr Barber — I read it in Steve Bracks’s first
speech to the Parliament.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — There you go —
Mr Barber read it in Steve Bracks’s first speech to the
Parliament. I suspect we are about to get from
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Mr Barber one of his regular ‘pox on both your houses’
speeches that we have become so accustomed to. He
seems to be firing up for his ‘you are all as bad as each
other’ routine, and I suppose we all need to hear it
again.
Given the absolute premium that the now Premier put
on this issue of openness, transparency and
accountability and given the disappointments we have
had from him in terms of the ongoing non-appearance
of the FOI commissioner, the centralisation of FOI in
the Premier’s office and the fact that we have the
Deputy Premier in the other chamber dodging,
weaving, obfuscating and prevaricating about who told
him what and when in regard to the Office of Police
Integrity report, I suppose we should not be surprised
that the Public Transport Development Authority is just
a bit more of the same. There are numerous examples
in the bill seeking the government to ensure that
information about consumer sentiment or the
performance of the public transport system is not made
publicly available despite the fact that as a result of the
creation of this authority we know that that information
will be provided to the minister. There is provision in
the bill for it to be provided to the minister but no
provision for it to reach out anywhere else.
The opposition moved a series of amendments in the
Legislative Assembly — I will not bore the Council by
going through all of them — to entrench the
independence of the authority. They were amendments
that would have done no more than have the
government deliver on what it claimed this authority
would be. They did not go beyond that; they did not try
to create any powers for this authority. They simply
tried to hold the government to its word. They simply
tried to have this authority be a reflection of what the
government claimed it would be in the run-up to the
last election, but all of those amendments were voted
down by the government.
In those amendments we also sought to ensure that any
performance or survey information provided to the
minister would be provided to the general public. Those
amendments were voted down by the government, and
we are not going to resubmit those amendments in the
Legislative Council. We know what the outcome of
moving those amendments would be. But given that the
government has blocked the attempts by the opposition
to enshrine the independence of the new authority in the
legislation, we are at least seeking to have enshrined in
the bill a provision that will ensure that any directions
the minister gives to the authority must be published so
that everybody is aware of those directions and there is
some real rigour, accountability and transparency in this
relationship between the minister and the authority.
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Let us be clear, it was the minister who claimed this
authority would be independent. It is the minister who
has now brought forward a piece of legislation that says
the minister can direct the authority what to do and the
authority does not have to tell the public that it has been
so directed. We do not support the notion of the
direction in any case, but if there is going to be
direction from this minister to this authority, then at
least we should have a provision that says those
directions must be published so that the public can be
clear on what the authority has done of its own volition
and what has been done at the minister’s behest. None
of us wants to see a situation where the authority makes
a decision at the behest of a minister, the minister then
washes his hands of it and says, ‘It was not me; it was
the authority’, and it is never revealed that it was in fact
the minister who gave the authority those directions. If
we want to avoid that sort of situation, the publishing of
those directions is a must.
I again go to the conversation we had in regard to the
Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation Bill 2011,
which does create an obligation for directions to be
published where it says:
The Minister must cause a direction given under this section
to be published in the Government Gazette as soon as
practicable after it is given.

When I asked the minister at the table why that
provision was in the bill he volunteered the
information, quite appropriately, that it was there for
reasons of accountability and transparency. That is why
that provision is in that bill.
If it is good enough for the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation to have a provision in its
legislation which says if it receives a direction from the
minister, the direction should be published, why is it
not good enough for the Public Transport Development
Authority to have the same provision in its bill? All that
is in this bill is a provision that says the authority may
publish a direction. There is no obligation to publish it
and no time line for when it has to publish it. Of course
the time line is irrelevant because the authority may
never publish it. In that situation I am sure there will be
some directions that will be published and some that
will not be. I am happy for the amendments to be
circulated now, so members can have the benefit of
having read them.
Opposition amendments circulated by
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan)
pursuant to standing orders.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The other point I should
make is about the way the bill makes provision for the
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new authority to compulsorily acquire land. Through
my own experience I know how confronting and
difficult it can be when vital public transport or road
projects require there to be compulsory acquisition. No
minister ever likes doing it. The public is never really
very keen on it, although there are some circumstances
where people are happy to sell their properties. But if
you are going to build an EastLink or a regional rail
link it is sometimes inevitable that private property
needs to be acquired in order for projects of public
significance to proceed.
Ordinarily property owners receive monetary
compensation. It is quite an iterative process in many
cases, where there is a bit of to-and-fro between
government or government agencies and the relevant
property owner over what is market value for their
property. In many circumstances there are extra
payments for inconvenience and for resettlement costs.
The bill will enable the new authority to force property
owners to accept blocks of land instead of money as
compensation for the acquisition of their homes.
I know the lead speaker for the government is likely to
say, ‘There were a couple of pieces of legislation
passed under the previous government which had
similar provisions’, but those provisions have never
been used. When it was put to the government in the
other place that this provision might be used, the
government indicated that it may well intend to use the
provisions in this bill. I say to government speakers that
it is not enough for them to simply fob off this question
by saying that this provision has appeared in legislation
in the past. We are talking about a type of provision that
has never been used.
The government is now indicating that the authority
may indeed require those who have their properties
compulsorily acquired to accept land rather than money
as compensation. It would be extraordinarily important
to all of those householders in transport corridors to
have someone from the government — perhaps the
Parliamentary Secretary for Transport — indicate in
their contribution today that the government will not
use the provision where it may compulsorily acquire
people’s homes and provide them with anything other
than financial compensation, unless of course the
people agree.
That concludes what I would like to say on the bill. We
do not oppose the creation of the authority. But, as we
did in regard to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation, we very much challenge the government’s
assertions about what the authority is. We challenge the
assertion that it is independent. There are ample
examples in the bill to demonstrate that it is nothing of
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the sort. The authority really just fills the existing role
of the director of public transport, with a couple of
add-ons. It is a name change and not much more.
This authority will act at the direction of the minister. It
will have to advocate only on those things that the
government allows it to. At the moment it does not
even need to tell the community when it has been given
a direction by the minister, and whilst it has the ability
to provide all sorts of data and information to the
minister, it does not have to go any further than that.
The opposition has sought amendments in the other
place about a range of those things. For today’s
purposes we will content ourselves with our
amendment requiring the authority to publish any
directions it receives from the minister, and we will
pursue that amendment in the committee stage.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Mr Pakula seems quite cynical about whether this
legislation will change anything in the management and
development of public transport in Victoria, and I guess
he has a reason to be cynical — he has seen something
of the Department of Transport in action and he can see
very clearly that there is nothing in this bill that changes
the way public transport will be run or developed in the
state of Victoria.
Mr Pakula has informed us that the amendments moved
in the Legislative Assembly have gone back to Muppet
Labs. He now has a new amendment, and in that
amendment he has hit the nail on the head: in order to
make this body accountable, it needs to be first and
foremost transparent with respect to the directions that
the minister is giving to it. That way the minister is
accountable for the directions given, and the body is
accountable for those decisions it took of itself.
As Mr Pakula kindly pointed out, the Greens went to
the election with a policy for a strong and accountable
public transport authority, and anyone who has looked
around the world and seen where public transport is
managed effectively or where there has been a
renaissance of public transport in a particular city will
know that a strong authority tasked to deliver public
transport is an essential element. It will not work
coming out of a departmental office where people have
to run up and down the stairs to talk to the minister
every time they make a decision, but it will work where
that body is both strong and accountable. Both of those
measures need to be in place. Because this body that
has been put forward by the government is not
accountable, it also will not be strong. How can it be
when part of that strength would come from telling the
public what it intends to do, consulting with the public
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in the preparation of its plans and then being held
accountable by the public for those plans?
Also, we know this body will not be strong in its
structure. It will be a fairly weak — above rail, if you
like — body that does not hold the key assets required
to make public transport work, nor will it necessarily
make the key investment decisions to deliver an
expanding capacity of public transport. Therefore
wherever we find the public transport authority being
accountable, it is accountable back to the minister.
Certainly it has the power to do many things should it
seek to, but it has no accountability to the public for
delivering on the development of our public transport
needs. A number of the existing bodies, such as the
transport ticketing authority, which was going to be
abolished anyway, and the customer service front end
of Metlink, are being rolled into the new authority, but
if you look at that kind of noodle nation diagram of
who actually runs public transport across Victoria, you
will see that all this is really doing is creating one
slightly larger meatball. The rest of it is still a complete
mess.
The real weight comes with VicTrack, which controls
the physical assets. It is the real estate part of the
provision of public transport, not to mention its
expansion. It also becomes the ultimate owner of all the
assets. All this new body will be able to do is get leases
issued to various operators over assets that ultimately
belong to VicTrack. If the government had wanted to
get serious about this, the first thing it would have done
would have been to put the physical assets in the hands
of the authority, which would have been responsible for
continuously expanding those assets.
We would also have seen a direct link back to the
public. There is no reason at all why the meetings of
this body could not be held in public as they are in a
place like Vancouver, for example, where ordinary
citizens can actually turn up, watch the decisions being
made and, dare I say it, even ask questions. The body is
meant to produce a corporate plan, and the corporate
plan must look two years into the future. How exciting!
Two years into the future, by the way, in the context of
our public transport growth could quite easily mean a
10 or 15 per cent growth in demand. And if the best the
authority is doing is looking two years into the future,
then it will be constantly caught out.
It needs to be looking a couple of decades into the
future, indicating what its long-term plan and targets are
and then coming up with a series of perhaps five-year
plans, every one of which should go out for public
consultation, with plenty of opportunity and time to do
that. Those plans will be all the better for that
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consultation. Instead it produces a two-year corporate
plan and gives it to the minister, and the minister gets to
comment on it. This is a totally missed opportunity to
give the public a sense of ownership of their public
transport system — not to mention all the land use
decisions that are going on with that — yet we are told
that this will be a customer focused organisation. In
what sense? Will it have a call centre?
Mr Pakula finally hit on this key issue. It is interesting
the political choices that the Labor Party makes. In
government it said this was unnecessary and would
make no difference; however, in opposition it is now
supporting the bill and going one step further. So in
some instances the opposition says it supports the
government’s mandate, while in other instances it does
not care about the government’s mandate — it just
sticks with its own policy and votes for it anyway. And
in this third instance it is taking the government’s
mandate and borrowing it for a while so that it can take
it one step further. In any case it is an opposition with
no real direction. It has learnt nothing from its 11 years
in government, much less its defeat. It simply chooses
the most politically opportune argument for doing what
it wants to do and for which it thinks it will get a
headline, which is what it is all about in opposition.
There is another missed opportunity for the Labor Party
to determine its position, even from the opposition
benches, on what is needed to develop public transport
in Victoria. We can be pretty confident that it will go
forward from this point with nothing more than a few
niggles about the government’s plan — a plan that will
not take us forward any time soon. We have a structure
that could do a lot, but because it is neither strong nor
accountable it will not be able to do a lot and will not
have anything driving it forward. For example, one of
its powers is to coordinate across the different
modes — bus, tram and train — but as anyone who has
ever jumped off a train at a station and then seen their
bus leaving knows, there is very little coordination. In
fact there is virtually a random set of connections
between — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr Barber may have noticed that there was a flash from
the gallery. I assume that was a camera, and I direct
members of the gallery not to use photographic
equipment, particularly with a flash, in the chamber as
that will cause no end of trouble. I ask members of the
gallery to adhere to that direction.
Mr BARBER — It is the paparazzi, Acting
President; they follow me everywhere. Thankfully I
have your protection when I am in this chamber. My
bald spot will be in Who Weekly next week!
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As I understand it, the current status of coordination
between modes within the public transport system is an
ad hoc committee made up of a group of enthusiasts
who, out of personal professional pride, are trying to
organise better coordination between modes. I have
seen their minutes, having used the FOI act to obtain
them, and most of what they are doing seems to be
simply arguing the case as to why there should be
coordination between trains, trams and buses. You can
go to a brand-new tram shelter on any day that one pops
up and find a map of the tram system. You are on the
tram, so of course you will not want to know where the
train or bus is, or when the tram does not come that
there is a train station around the corner, and that is the
case to this day, decades after the original Kennett
government break-up of the different modes.
With those sorts of decisions being made on a daily
basis at the whim of the individual train, tram and bus
operators, then we can be absolutely sure that no-one
inside the Department of Transport is thinking about
this level of coordination, or if they are, they are doing
it on such an experimental level that we will virtually
never reach a properly coordinated system. Therefore
we are wasting an enormous amount of travellers’ time
and really losing all the possible synergies for public
transport in a city like Melbourne.
When you look at a map of Melbourne’s public
transport services it looks like there is an enormous
array of services. You would think it was one of the
best systems in the world, but then when you come to
Melbourne you find that 90 per cent of Melburnians
cannot use public transport for their daily journey
because it is too slow, it is too disconnected, it is too
infrequent or it simply does not run at all in the areas
they want to go to.
While there are many sentiments such as these
expressed in the bill — that there is a desire for these
needs; how could the government put forward such a
piece of legislation without at least recognising these
needs; saying it makes it happen — it is simply a
corporate plan looking two years out and provided to
the minister for his comment. How about our
comment? How about our aspiration?
The government thinks it has licked public transport
problems. I have heard government members in this
chamber talking about the problems in public transport
or with myki, and they talk about them in the past tense
as if they have now been solved, but in fact there is an
ongoing increase in public transport patronage causing
extreme levels of overcrowding and extraordinary
discomfort. It is driving people off public transport for a
good part of the day, and it is even creating dangerous
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situations. Growth in the use of public transport is
persistent; the government knows it will grow from
5 per cent to 10 per cent per annum, and it is not even
keeping up with that level of growth, much less doing
something to get comfort back to normal and expected
levels across the system.
On the issue of safety, as we heard during another
debate, the Department of Transport is not subject to
the authority of the safety regulator because it does not
believe itself to be a rail operator. I can see from
reading this bill that the new Public Transport
Development Authority will also not be subject to the
public transport safety regulator when it comes to the
development of the safety plan. It would argue that it
does not run such services, but in fact within the
provisions of this bill it has the ability to run the
services itself or to commission or franchise the running
of the services. Such an authority, as well as the
existing Department of Transport, makes crucial safety
decisions — for example, it commissions assets, builds
new stations and train lines, and embedded into all
those investment decisions are considerations of safety.
Then it simply hands that over to an operator that has to
try to do its best to meet safety requirements. Even at
the most basic level of being accountable to an
independent public transport safety authority and
regulator, it has slipped the net again. It is an extremely
poor performance.
It is clear that the minister, like so many public
transport ministers before him, has fallen under the
sway of the department. Generally speaking, it does not
take very long. In fact I remember a former member for
Thomastown in the other place, Peter Batchelor,
arriving with the new government in 1999 and within a
few days of becoming the Minister for Transport, his
whole rhetoric in opposition was discarded, and he was
parroting the lines of the Department of Transport. Now
we have a new Minister for Public Transport in Terry
Mulder, who signed off on the new rail timetable
delivered to him, and by early January he had signed
off on a rail timetable that actually slowed down trains
in order to meet the terrible performance of Metro
Trains Melbourne. That is just like robbing people; it is
like robbing the taxpayer to slow down trains. It means
it is now necessary to buy more trains, which is an
expensive way to deliver the same capacity.
We are looking forward to new developments on the
Hurstbridge and Epping lines. We were told a little
while ago that on 28 November another
mission-accomplished banner will go up on
Thomastown station. It is a new station, absolutely, but
there are no new trains to go with it. I have been
checking the timetable for the Epping line — or the
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‘effing line’ as it is referred to by my cousin who
travels on it every day — and there are no new services.
Apparently none of the benefits will be reaped from the
new double-track, previously single-track, sections
because the Hurstbridge line timetable would have to
be altered if further trains were to be added to the
Epping line timetable.
As yet there has been no sign of that happening, and if
it is happening, it is happening in complete secret and
the members of the travelling public are not involved in
it. It is their service; they might like to be asked what
they want. Do they want trains that run more
frequently? Would they be interested in more services
for the peak shoulder? Would they adjust their
travelling if they had the opportunity to get an express
train at a different time of the day? Or is getting a seat
on the long journey home their primary consideration?
These are all various trade-offs. We know that the
government, Metro, the department and whoever else is
involved will have to make those decisions, but they are
not even telling the public that they are making those
decisions, and nothing in this bill will advance that in
any way.
However, I am very pleased that Mr Pakula, with his
amendment, which I will certainly be supporting, was
able to make a cogent argument for why bodies such as
this, when they are directed by the minister, should
have those directions made public. I would like to see
that rule apply to directions made to the Port of
Melbourne Authority, Melbourne Water and any of the
other big-spending bodies in Victoria that deliver
crucial infrastructure.
I can tell Mr Pakula that I have had the experience of
seeking access to directions given by treasurers or other
responsible ministers to state-owned enterprises.
VicForests is a good example, but of course those
bodies that operate commercially operate under a
complete cloak of secrecy. When the minister decides
that a certain enterprise such as Melbourne Water is
going to invest in the north–south pipeline, we are
never going to find out about that. When he calls on a
dividend from a cashed-up authority or gives a dividend
holiday to an authority that is debt laden as a result of
having pursued some other government political
priority, we never get to hear about that. I think we will
have the same difficulty when it comes to some of the
ministerial directions to this authority.
There is much more we could say about public
transport but very little that could be said about this
rather thin exercise in creating a distinction without a
difference. The minister may have had aspirations for a
strong and accountable public transport authority. He
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would have seen the approval with which the Greens’
policy on that matter was met, and I think after a
number of editorials by newspapers saying that the
Greens’ policy was common sense the minister felt he
needed to adopt our policy. However, clearly if the
minister did have any aspiration in that area, it has been
beaten out of him in fairly short order by his own
department, which has put forward something that
mirrors its current rather poor performance.
We have no particular opposition to the bill. We will
certainly be supporting the opposition’s amendments.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to speak on behalf of the government in
relation to this exciting piece of legislation which will
make a significant difference to the delivery of public
transport services and the integration of different
modes, as Mr Barber acknowledged and highlighted,
and which will deliver on a key election commitment of
the former opposition, now government.
Let me go to some of the criticisms of the opposition in
particular. I note Mr Barber’s comments about the
opposition’s approach to this bill and other similar bills.
Members of the opposition pick their position on the
basis of political convenience and the lack of defence of
the current arrangements. The performance of members
of the previous government is amazing. I have read in
Hansard the contributions of Assembly members
Ms Richardson, the member for Northcote, Mr Brooks,
the member for Bundoora, and Mr Eren, the member
for Lara, as well as the contributions of other speakers,
and now I have heard the contribution of the former
Minister for Public Transport, Mr Pakula. The best the
opposition can come up with is a half-hearted defence
of the unfunded Victorian transport plan.
I go to a specific point that Mr Pakula made in which
he said that the new government has failed to respond
to many of the initiatives of the transport plan. He
mentioned the premium station upgrade. The
government has been very clear in that regard by
prioritising the delivery of protective services officers.
The government has made a number of commitments
in response to pending programs or initiatives that were
outlined in the transport plan. To go back to the specific
point and to echo the substantive point made by
Mr Barber, after 11 years in government and after
creating this fragmented structure where responsibility
was unknown and where a customer who had a
complaint could perhaps go to the director of public
transport, V/Line, Metro, or Connex before that, the
tram operator, the Transport Ticketing Authority or
perhaps myki directly — any number of
organisations — —
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Mr Barber — The public transport ombudsman.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I thank Mr Barber. They
could have gone to the public transport ombudsman.
The previous government created this very complex
structure that we have inherited. The then opposition,
now government, recognised this complexity and
through this bill is implementing a significant piece of
reform to simplify and streamline that process and that
interface for franchisees, transport users and other
stakeholders so that they have a one-stop shop that is
customer and outcomes focused and will bring the
different modes together — that is the Public Transport
Development Authority (PTDA).
The best the opposition can come up with are a few
points around independence and transparency. There is
no substantive criticism of the proposal itself,
notwithstanding the fact that this is not a policy the
previous government supported. There is no defence of
the previous arrangements; indeed Mr Pakula,
Ms Richardson and other opposition speakers have in
effect echoed the minority report issued by Mr Viney,
Mr Leane and Ms Huppert, a former member for
Southern Metropolitan Region, in response to the first
interim report of the Legislative Council Select
Committee on Train Services. The substantive point
from all of those Labor members was that investment in
infrastructure and rolling stock will solve the problem
and the regulatory environment is fine. However, that is
not what is considered best practice. That does not get
the best outcomes for commuters and will not deliver
the best return for taxpayers investments.
Mr Viney — Is Mr O’Donohue verballing me?
Mr O’DONOHUE — To pick up on the
interjection from Mr Viney, I am not verballing him, I
am about to quote him.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Mr O’Donohue should not be responding to Mr Viney,
because Mr Viney is being most disorderly by
interjecting out of his place. He should rightly be
ignored.
Mr O’DONOHUE — I thank the Acting President
for that direction. The Legislative Council Select
Committee on Train Services evolved out of concerns
this house had about the performance of the rail
network in particular. Who could forget the Oaks Day
fiasco that led to a meltdown of the network?
Thousands of racegoers were left stranded either on the
train, at Flemington station or in various other places.
Mr Ondarchie — They were left at the starting
gates.
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Mr O’DONOHUE — They were left at the starting
gates as a result of the underinvestment in infrastructure
by the previous government. I will quote the then
Victoria Racing Club chairman, Mr Rod Fitzroy, who
was quoted in an article in the Age dated 7 November
2008 entitled ‘Kosky demands Oaks Day rail fiasco
inquiry’. The article states:
Yesterday, the Victoria Racing Club said the state
government and Connex had failed to spend necessary money
on upgrading the Flemington train line.
‘They refuse to put the necessary funding required to upgrade
the service because it is only a spur line to Flemington’, VRC
chairman Rod Fitzroy said.

This and other incidents led to this house determining
that an inquiry into train services was necessary. In its
first interim report tabled in this place in May 2010, the
Select Committee on Train Services made a number of
comments around governance issues. On page 36, at
paragraphs 94 and 95, the report states:
The fragmentation of the existing system is well illustrated by
the various avenues a train customer has when providing
feedback or making a complaint.
If a customer has a complaint about train services, reliability,
security, passenger comfort or personal safety they should
contact the train operators. Alternatively, Metlink is also able
to receive such complaints.

On page 37, at paragraph 99, the report goes on to state:
In its submission to the inquiry, the Metropolitan Transport
Forum, a public transport advocacy group representing
18 metropolitan local governments, linked the fragmentation
of responsibility with rail service delivery:
At the heart of issues regarding rail services are the
institutional structure and arrangements for the
responsible authorities. The fragmented nature of rail
operations and management presents a confused picture
of roles and responsibilities that reduces accountability
and constructive engagement. The division into a
number of authorities reduces focus on the main role of
rail; instead each agency will tend to focus only on its
particular charter.

It goes on.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Before the dinner break I
was making the point that finding 3.1 of the Legislative
Council Select Committee on Train Services report
states:
Responsibility for delivery of Victoria’s trains services is
fragmented across a range of government authorities, private
operators and independent statutory bodies. The committee
believes this fragmentation of responsibility may result in
uncertainty in terms of the factors leading to and causes of
failures in the provision of train services in Victoria.
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Finding 3.2 states:
Evidence illustrates improvements could be made to the
delivery of train services in Victoria by further streamlining
of public transport governance responsibilities.

The then government members — the Labor members
of the committee — did not endorse that finding,
saying:
Findings 3.1 and 3.2 which ignore evidence clearly stating
that the Secretary of the Department of Transport is
responsible for the delivery of Victoria’s train services — —

It goes on. Clearly Labor members still believe that.
They believe there is no case for regulatory reform, and
that is evidenced by their lack of contribution, both in
the Assembly and in this place, on the substantive issue
of this new structure that is proposed by the bill. The
government, in opposition, followed through from
those recommendations made in that report and from
looking at other practices around the world, and a
statement of Sunday, 14 November, outlined its vision
for the Victorian PTDA. The government is
implementing that commitment through this legislation.
I want to take the house to a couple of the provisions of
the bill. The purpose of the bill is to establish the PTDA
to deliver a more customer-focused public transport
service by planning, coordinating and managing the
public transport system; administer the arrangements
for the provision of trams, trains and buses; operate as
the face of public transport; and improve the public
transport service experience and create a public
transport shopfront for passengers and stakeholders. It
goes on in the objects clause to say that the primary role
of the Public Transport Development Authority is to
plan, coordinate, provide, operate and maintain a safe,
punctual, reliable and clean public transport system
consistent with the vision statement and objectives of
the transport system.
It is clear in the legislation what the purpose of this
authority is. It is clear that this new authority is to be the
shopfront or the face of public transport in Victoria, and
on that basis the government absolutely refutes the
feeble rebuttals by the opposition about the lack of
transparency and accountability. The authority will
have an independent board and an independent chair,
and it will report to the Parliament on a six-monthly
basis for the first two years and on an annual basis after
that. Its directions are similar to those of other similar
statutory authorities, and the authority, as is articulated
in this legislation, has a clear purpose. It will provide a
one-stop shop for stakeholders, for franchisees, for
customers and for others in the public transport space.
This is an exciting development for public transport in
Victoria.
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I note that Mr Pakula raised an issue about
compensation, suggesting that compulsory acquisition
be compensated with adjoining land. The first point to
be made about this is that we all remember Mr Pakula
having lunch with the then Premier at Zinc at
Federation Square, telling the world about the regional
rail link and their plans for the regional rail link. Of
course Mr Pakula forgot to tell the residents of
Footscray, who found out via the media that their
homes were to be acquired, so Mr Pakula cannot come
to this debate with any great authority in relation to the
concept of compulsory acquisition and community
consultation. Moreover, the provision that is in this bill
is similar to that in the Transport Integration Act 2010,
which Mr Pakula, as minister, had carriage of. He has
absolutely no credibility on this issue. The provision is
reasonable and should stand.
The government does not support the amendments
moved by Mr Pakula. The bill clearly articulates the
independent statutory function of the authority, making
it an independent board, and there are sufficient
mechanisms around the reporting requirements and
transparency for this new authority.
Since coming to power the government has made
significant steps to get the basics right and to improve
the fundamentals of the network, and I note a media
release from the Minister for Public Transport,
Mr Mulder, dated 31 October, which highlights the
improved passenger satisfaction with Melbourne’s train
system and the improved punctuality on many of the
metropolitan lines. The release quotes Minister Mulder
as saying:
Since 8 May 2011 Metro timetable changes, overall
passenger satisfaction with Metro’s trains measured by this
ongoing survey has risen from 58.3 index points in the June
quarter 2011 to 62.3 index points in the September quarter
2011 …

It is the contention of the government that we are
moving in the right direction, and I note that the Public
Transport Users Association also thinks we are moving
in the right direction. Its September newsletter states:
Legislation establishing the Public Transport Development
Authority was introduced to State Parliament on
14 September, and is expected to be debated this week.
On this vitally important policy initiative the government is
proceeding broadly in the right direction. The structure and
powers of the PTDA in this legislation largely mirror those of
VicRoads. The PTDA will have its own board, including one
position reserved for a community representative.

To be accurate in my quoting, I note that later on in the
article it does mention some concerns or issues to do
with particular aspects of the legislation, but that does
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not change the fact that it thinks we are broadly on the
right path.
The government is pleased that this piece of legislation
is before the house. It is quite a substantial piece of
legislation that will create a one-stop shopfront for
commuters, and it should assist in improving the public
transport network by getting better coordination
between different modes. This is an exciting
development in the improvement of Melbourne’s, and
Victoria’s, public transport network.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I also wish to
speak in this debate, and I would like to focus on one
particular clause of concern to me. The clause relates to
the Public Transport Development Authority’s capacity
to acquire land and the circumstances in which the
authority may require the owner of land to take any
land adjoining their own that is owned but no longer
required by the Public Transport Development
Authority. It is a provision whereby there is no consent
required from the landowner and one which stands out
in the context of the government’s proposed rail
planning study for Doncaster, which is in my electorate.
The government has announced that as part of that
study there will be a number of route options
considered for a high-quality heavy rail link to
Doncaster. As Mr Mulder said in his press release of
26 October 2011:
Establishing a new rail link is a major undertaking …

The concern I have is that in the ordinary course of
events property owners who are subject to compulsory
acquisition receive compensation to the value of their
property plus an extra payment for inconvenience and
resettlement costs, but what this bill does is provide the
new authority with the ability to force owners to accept
blocks of land owned by the authority as compensation.
The opposition put forward amendments in the
Assembly to ensure that this position would only be
used if homeowners agreed to accept government land
as compensation, but those amendments were
unsuccessful.
This issue is of particular concern in my electorate
because my electorate, and the eastern suburbs more
generally, was very much built up as a community
some 40 or 50 years ago, and many of those couples
who originally moved there and started families are
now older. The eastern suburbs has an ageing
population relative to the rest of Melbourne, and I think
those people in the community who have lived in their
house for 40 or 50 years would be concerned by the
idea of having to move because of a rail line. That
would be a very difficult process, and their concern
would be heightened by this proposal, which would
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mean that they could be forced to accept other land as
compensation, particularly when one remembers that
the requirement is for the land to be adjoining and
owned by the authority. The concern is that they might
have a house that is replaced by a rail line and that the
adjoining land might be where these homeowners end
up. It is a concern, and I am disappointed that the
amendment was not successful because it would have
given that community some comfort that they would be
properly compensated should that rail proceed.
Mr O’Donohue interjected.
Mr TEE — That amendment was put forward in the
Legislative Assembly, Mr O’Donohue. As I said, that
would have given the community some comfort,
because those older residents would have known that
they could choose to accept adjoining land if it suited
them. For many it would suit them, because they could
stay in their communities; they could stay close to their
families and friends. Under this bill in its current
form — because the amendment put in the Assembly
was not accepted, Mr O’Donohue — those landowners
may have no choice. They will be kicked out of their
homes and could be required to live in effect in the
pathway of or certainly adjacent to what the Minister
for Public Transport describes as heavy rail.
I note that in his contribution Mr Pakula sought an
assurance from Mr O’Donohue in the government’s
response that these powers would not be used. I note
also that that assurance was not provided. As I said, that
would provide no comfort to the community in the
eastern suburbs of Melbourne.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise tonight to speak on the Transport Legislation
Amendment (Public Transport Development Authority)
Bill 2011. This bill establishes a new statutory
authority, the Public Transport Development Authority
(PTDA), which will plan, coordinate and manage all
metropolitan and regional train, tram and bus services
with a new customer focus, putting passengers first. It
will be created alongside VicRoads as a transport
system agency under the Transport Integration
Act 2010. It will replace and subsume the roles and
responsibilities of the director of public transport. The
majority of the director’s functions, assets and staff will
be transferred to the PTDA. The PTDA will take over
Metlink Victoria Pty Ltd’s role and many of its
responsibilities. The Transport Ticketing Authority will
be abolished once it has completed the implementation
of the new ticketing system, with ongoing ticketing
functions transferred to the PTDA.
The new authority will put passengers first. There is
nothing more frustrating than getting off the Epping
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line train at Epping station, after you have seen the
famous Melbourne Heart or the wonderful Geelong
Cats, to watch the bus pull out. The bus pulls out as the
passengers decant from the train, and there is nothing
more frustrating for the passengers than that. It is
bizarre that the previous government had not got its act
together sufficiently to integrate the systems.
The previous government let the people of South
Morang hang for 12 years waiting for a railway station.
Mums and dads made investments in the wider South
Morang area; they bought houses and planned their
careers and households around the fact that there was
going to be a railway station there. It was promised in
1999 by the Bracks government, and here we are in
2011, 12 years on, and the children in those families
have had to get drivers licences because they never got
the chance to catch a train. Tonight Mr Tee talked about
disappointment. That was an absolute disappointment
for the people of the north, when the government
promised something and took 12 years to deliver it.
Those kids are now driving.
The bill creates the PTDA to operate as the face of the
public transport system and, as Mr O’Donohue spelt
out clearly, as a single shopfront for passengers and
stakeholders. It will stop the confusion, blame shifting
and frustration that characterised the state’s public
transport system over the past 11 years. The previous
government ran that public transport system a bit like
people making a minestrone soup — throwing
everything into the pot to see how it tastes — and it
failed. That is why the Baillieu coalition government
has been elected to fix this up.
Victoria has too many transport bodies, which means it
has a fragmented system which lacks accountability —
a word that is foreign to those opposite. The
government came to office with a clear plan to fix the
problems in public transport. The centrepiece of our
policy was the proposal to consolidate the functions of
various public transport bodies in a single coordinating
authority. Mr Pakula challenged the validity of this, but
since coming to office, the government has been
advised that this model is consistent with international
best practice.
The PTDA will act to reduce bureaucracy in the public
transport system and improve the quality and
consistency of public transport information. The PTDA
will be primarily responsible for ensuring that
Victorians have access to safe, clean and punctual
public transport that is consistent in its reliability. The
object, functions and powers of the PTDA will go
beyond those that currently apply to the director of
public transport. They are strengthened to reflect key
priorities, including coordinating and integrating
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transport models; auditing all Victorian public transport
assets and reporting publicly on the value and condition
of those assets, along with the cost of renewing them to
bring them up to modern standards; advocating
extensions to the public transport network; and
promoting public transport as an alternative to the car.
Mr Pakula asked for rigour and transparency and the
independence of members of the board of the authority.
That is a bit of hypocrisy, coming from a member of
the former government that appointed people like
Christian Zara, a former member for the federal seat of
McMillan, to VENCorp; Elaine Carbines, a former
member of this place, to Parks Victoria; and Monica
Gould, another former member of the Legislative
Council, to VicForests. As well, former Labor Senator
Robert Ray was appointed to the Victorian Managed
Insurance Authority. There has been a track record of
the Labor Party appointing its mates to government
authorities, and yet those opposite have the hypocrisy
and the gall to stand here today and say, ‘We demand
transparency and independence’. Coming from them, it
is bizarre.
Mr Pakula has accused this government of being
disingenuous and lacking customer focus. Mr Tee
talked about his disappointment in the acquisition of
land. I wonder how that compares to the
disappointment of the people of Footscray who had a
knock on the door from a media representative who
said, ‘By the way, you’re about to lose your house’.
They had had no news about it. Members opposite talk
about disappointment. They should imagine what the
people of Footscray felt when the previous government
charged in and just took over their land.
Those opposite sit here today hypocritically talking
about the rigour that is required to be applied to the
board of the new authority. That has come from
members of an opposition who when in government
were all talk with no delivery. Let us talk about the
myki blow-out, shall we, the buckling lines and, as
referred to by Mr O’Donohue, that famous Oaks Day?
The previous government let Victorians down time and
time again. This bill sets us back on a path to ensuring
that the public comes first, that passengers come first,
and that the safety and reliability of our transport
networks are coordinated and have the appropriate
rigour applied to them. I commend this bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
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Committee
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I seek
leave to have Mr O’Donohue join me at the table.
Leave granted.
Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
1.

Clause 3, page 39, line 7, after “Minister” insert “in
writing”.

I accept that amendment 1 would effectively test
amendment 2, and I would like to make some brief
comments in relation to that amendment. The
amendment is fairly straightforward. I have dealt with
the substance of it during the second-reading debate.
The amendment in effect provides a requirement for the
minister to put directions in writing and provides the
Public Transport Development Authority (PTDA) with
the obligation to publish any specific directions on its
website within 14 days of being given a specific
direction. We say that that is necessary because we
have an authority which is ostensibly described as
being independent, but throughout the bill it is made
clear that there are various matters upon which the
minister can give the authority direction.
Neither the opposition nor, I am sure, the Victorian
public wants to see a situation where the authority and
the minister are pointing fingers at one another,
suggesting who might have been responsible for a
particular course of action. What this amendment will
make clear is that the minister should provide directions
in writing and that when a minister provides directions
to the authority, the authority needs to place the fact
that that direction has been given and the direction itself
on its website, published for all to see.
I draw your attention, Deputy President, and the
attention of the committee to the fact that in a bill
debated a couple of hours ago to establish the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation, where once again
we had an authority in relation to which there is the
prospect of ministerial direction, there was a provision
which said that the authority — or the foundation in
that case — must publish those directions in the
Victoria Government Gazette and must do so as soon as
possible after receiving the directions.
In the committee stage of that bill, I asked the minister
at the table, Mr Guy, why that provision was there. The
answer, quite correctly, from the minister was that it
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was there for the purposes of transparency and
accountability. He said that it was appropriate for the
minister to give directions, but for reasons of
accountability and transparency it was also appropriate
for the public to know what directions had been given.
If that proposition stands for the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation, surely the proposition must
stand for the Public Transport Development Authority.
I think the amendment is utterly self-explanatory
beyond those few words of mine. We think directions
should be given in writing; we think they should be
published and we would hope the government will
support this amendment.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am just
clarifying whether Mr Pakula accepts the view that his
proposed amendment 2 is tested by amendment 1.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am glad you asked,
Deputy President, because having said that, I then
formed the view that perhaps I had been hasty. They are
in fact quite separate issues. One is about the directions
that are given; the other is about publishing. Having
said that, I am glad that you have given me the
opportunity to rethink that position. I think the
amendments probably do need to be put separately.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! In reading
them, that was my view, so that is fine.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will happily support the amendments; we think
they are good amendments. There are a vast number of
statutory bodies out there, or bodies established under
statute such as those covered by the State Owned
Enterprises Act 1992, where the interaction between
ministers and those bodies is less than transparent, if I
can put it that way. I at times have sought copies of
ministerial directions given to particular bodies — for
example, VicForests and the Port of Melbourne
Authority — and they are not always forthcoming. The
procedure then is to go down the Freedom of
Information Act 1982 route if you want to see them.
That is not suitable or appropriate for a large number of
these bodies.
There is also the real question about who is
accountable. If we create bodies with boards, then those
boards, in the style of corporate boards, are meant to be
accountable. If you are on the board of an ASX-listed
company, you are accountable directly to the
shareholders. But if you are on the board of VicForests,
for example, the shareholder is the Treasurer. That is
the only person you ever need to keep happy.
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Where does the actual responsibility lie? Is the board
really sitting there just providing a bit of cover for the
minister until it stuffs it up so badly that the minister
sacks it, as happened with some of the cemetery trusts,
so that the minister can then say, ‘I have done my job
because I sacked the board’? There has to be better
elucidation for the benefit of the public as to where the
responsibility lies. By routinely disclosing any
directions that come from ministers to boards, it is clear
for which parts of the decision the minister is
responsible and for which parts the boards themselves,
with all their procedures of governance and risk
management, are responsible.
Hopefully this is a principle that the government can
adopt broadly across the whole universe of different
government authorities. One of the things that prevents
the information from being released is the
commercial-in-confidence argument, but again I do not
think that should be a barrier because ultimately the
fortunes of that particular entity are published and made
available in the normal way. It would start to lift some
of the veil over what goes on between ministers and the
various authorities for which they are not directly the
line managers but with which they seem to spend an
inordinate amount of time considering and politicking.
Members should not expect that to change. Anybody
who has ever served on a governmental corporate-style
board will have stories to tell about how the minister
got their way. We need to lift that veil, and therefore I
support this amendment.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — The
government believes the amendment is not necessary.
We believe it would not add to the operation of the
Public Transport Development Authority (PTDA) or
the management of public transport in Victoria. The
reality is that directions are given by ministers as and
where necessary in the form that is necessary in the
circumstances. We believe the circumstances dictate
which directions are general or specific in nature; they
also dictate which directions need to be reduced to
writing.
It is not necessary for the statute to go against what is
currently required for any other transport
decision-maker under the Transport Integration
Act 2010 and require every specific ministerial
direction to be written. It is not required for VicRoads,
for example, under section 98 of the Transport
Integration Act 2010. It is not necessary to detail every
common practice or statute or prescribe something that
is often not necessary. The PTDA will have an
independent board, and if the board prefers or requires
certain directions to be issued in writing, it can make
the request to the Minister for Public Transport who
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will consider the matter on its merits. If the direction is
written, the authority may publish it if it so wishes. The
government will therefore be opposing the amendment.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
have one final question: can the minister explain in a
general sense why the government took it as necessary
for the directions given to the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation to be published, but not the
directions given by the Minister for Public Transport to
the Public Transport Development Authority?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — It is
completely unrelated to the bill and as a consequence it
does not have a relationship to what we are debating.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
might be an unrelated bill, but I would have thought the
principle is the same. When asked about the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation and the reasons for
the publication of directions, the minister’s answer was
that it was about accountability and transparency. If that
principle holds good for the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation, how is it possible that it cannot
also be equally appropriate for the PTDA?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
answered that question.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr (Teller)
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Pair
Amendment negatived.
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Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
2.

Clause 3, page 39, lines 11 to 13, omit “may publish the
specific direction in the Government Gazette.” and insert
“must publish the specific direction on the Public
Transport Development Authority’s internet website
within 14 days of being given the specific direction.”.

I spoke to the substance of this amendment during
debate on amendment 1 and during the second-reading
debate, and I put the amendment without further debate.
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I
confirm that the government will not support the
amendment.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr (Teller)
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Pair
Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 to 31 agreed to;
schedules agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(COMMUNITY CORRECTION REFORM)
BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations).
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am pleased to speak on the Sentencing Amendment
(Community Correction Reform) Bill 2011. Labor will
not oppose the bill, but we will seek to amend it
because we think it is largely an exercise in
window-dressing except for one important aspect —
that is, the decision by the government to provide,
through this bill, public servants with the ability and
authority to increase sentences that have been imposed
by a court without further reference to the court. We
think that is a very unwise precedent for the
government to set. It places unusual and improper
powers in the hands of bureaucrats — not senior
bureaucrats but mid-level bureaucrats, given the
delegation authorities that are provided in the bill. We
will be seeking to amend the bill in order to ensure that
those public servants need to attend the Magistrates
Court and seek an order before they increase a sentence
that has been imposed by the court.
Outside of that, in large part the bill simply rebadges a
number of existing powers which are available to the
courts; it takes a number of powers and rolls them into
a single order. Members would know that
community-based orders have evolved over a number
of years — through the Kennett years and through the
Bracks and Brumby governments as well. At the
moment, prior to the passage of this bill, there are a
range of different community correction orders. There
are community-based orders, intensive correction
orders and combined custody and treatment orders,
along with home detention and suspended sentences.
That whole gamut of orders, if you like, gives judges
what amounts to a full suite of penalties between fines
at the lower end of the spectrum and imprisonment at
the higher end of the spectrum. In large part this
legislation codifies many of the penalties that are
already available to judges under the current regime.
Interestingly in effect the bill also gives back to judges
some of the powers that they already had. Those
powers were taken away under earlier pieces of
legislation which were brought forward by this
government with great fanfare — for example, the
government took the home detention option away from
judges. It said, ‘Home detention is a terrible sentencing

SENTENCING AMENDMENT (COMMUNITY CORRECTION REFORM) BILL 2011
4330

COUNCIL

option for judges. It is a ruse on the public, and with
this government, jail means jail’. However, what we see
in this bill is that, under the guise of a community
correction order, there is a curfew provision which
effectively and in many respects is a home detention
order with work release. In effect it is almost identical
to a home detention order, so for all the fanfare we had
from the government about how home detention would
be a thing of the past under a Baillieu Liberal
government, here we see it effectively being returned as
an option to judges but under a different name. Just like
the whole suspended sentences fanfare we had from the
government, there is once again less in this bill than
meets the eye.
I have to say that it is therefore little wonder that despite
all of the tough-on-crime rhetoric we have heard from
the Attorney-General and from the now fatally
wounded Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
the Minister for Crime Prevention has for a second time
now — after the brain explosion at the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee hearings — said that the
government’s new approach to crime prevention might
not reduce crime rates for 20 years. He said that at the
PAEC hearings. We thought there must have been
something in the water that day; we could not believe
the minister would actually say such a thing. But much
more recently, in the last few weeks, when given the
opportunity to say something different, the minister
effectively repeated the same thing when asked by the
opposition and the media what the crime prevention
target would be as a result of this enormous shift in
investment of taxpayer resources from public transport,
health and education to the corrections portfolio. We
asked, ‘What would be the dividend for the community
in terms of a reduction in crime?’. Yet again the answer
we got from the minister was, ‘You might not see the
results now and you might not see the results in the next
4 years or 8 years, but you might see them in 20 years’.
That is probably why the budget itself demonstrates
what the government believes will happen. The budget
shows that the government is banking on an increase in
the recidivism rate in the forward estimates period, so
these are not crime prevention policies that are designed
to ensure that people are less likely to reoffend when
they end their sentence, end their community-based
order or come out of prison — whatever the sentence
might have been. The budget papers themselves reveal
that the government’s prediction about what is going to
happen is that rates of reoffending are going to go up
over the forward estimates period. I would have thought
that if a government is making such a monumental
shift, in terms of both focus and money, from all the
other things that governments need to do — all the
other services that governments need to provide — into
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the corrections and justice portfolios, at the very least
the community could expect to see a reduction not just
in crime but in rates of reoffending as well. However,
we have a prediction from the government that
reoffending rates will go up, and it refuses to set any
targets for a reduction in crime.
Having said that, the fact is that the then opposition
went to the election with a policy to replace the existing
types of community-based sentences with a single
category of community correction, and this legislation
delivers on that commitment. The opposition accepts
that, and we accept that the government is going to
implement its policy. For that reason we will not be
opposing the bill. I am thankful to my friend, the
member for Altona in the other place, who took the
Assembly through the bill in some detail. I indicate that
the bill abolishes all existing types of community-based
orders and replaces them with a single community
correction order.
If a judge decides that the appropriate punishment
resides somewhere between a fine on the one hand and
a term of imprisonment on the other hand, the judge can
make a community correction order and must attach at
least one optional condition. The judge can attach more
than one optional condition but must attach at least one.
Those optional conditions include up to 600 hours of
community work, curfews of up to 12 hours a day,
no-go zones, conditions on where an offender may live
and restrictions on contact with specified persons. I do
not know — Mr Dalla-Riva may know — whether
having restrictions on contact with specified persons is
like the old definition of consorting. It sounds a bit like
consorting. The judge can impose an order with
conditions suspending, restricting or cancelling a
drivers licence. A judge can attach conditions which
impound a vehicle, place restrictions on access to
licensed premises, impose GPS monitoring or the like.
The bill also broadens the scope of these types of
orders. Previously a community-based sentence could
last no more than two years, and that acted as a
limitation on the type of offence that the
community-based sentence could apply to. The new
community correction orders can be applied to any
offence with a penalty of 5 penalty units or more, and
they can last for as long as the maximum term of
imprisonment for that offence. It is this scope — this
extraordinary increase in the range of offences that
community correction orders can be applied to —
which gives the lie to the promise of the Liberal Party
and The Nationals that jail will mean jail. Jail might
mean jail, but this bill will mean that judges can apply a
community correction order to almost any offence.
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The bill also grants Department of Justice corrections
bureaucrats the power to extend the sanction that has
been imposed by the courts in relation to curfews and
community work. That is a matter of grave concern not
just to the opposition but also to the Law Institute of
Victoria and to lawyers more generally. It should be a
concern to the Victorian community because this notion
of providing public servants with judicial powers is a
very slippery slope indeed. This government in
opposition, including Mr Clark when he was the
shadow Attorney-General, made a great play about
respecting the independence of the judiciary and the
separation of powers. This piece of legislation does
more than most to offend that separation of powers. I
will come back to that in a little while.
I want to go to what the opposition has to say about this
bill most generally. Principally we would say that the
bill is an exercise in sleight of hand. It is another
attempt by the government to demonstrate to the
community that it is tough on crime. Even though the
government has no crime reduction target and it expects
recidivism rates to go up, it tries to create the
impression that it is tough on crime. Many of the
powers that are available to judges as part of this reform
are already available to judges as a general reserve
power. In effect the bill repackages a whole range of
options that are currently available to judges and seeks
to codify them, but it does not really do a great deal in
terms of giving judges a broader range of powers than
they currently have.
Moreover, by broadening the circumstances in which a
judge can impose a community-based sentence, this
new community correction order will almost certainly
be applied to a whole range of offences that were
usually or previously greeted with — you guessed it —
a suspended sentence. The government came to this
Parliament and said, ‘We are getting rid of suspended
sentences, so now jail will mean jail’. In actual fact the
government has got rid of a range of suspended
sentences, and jail will mean a community correction
order. That is all the government is doing.
There may be a few more offenders who go to jail, but
because of the extension of the breadth of offences to
which community-based orders could previously have
been applied, these community correction orders will
now be able to be applied to a whole range of offences
for which they were previously unavailable. Rather
than these offenders going to jail, they will be on
community correction orders. The offenders will still be
out in the community but at far greater cost to taxpayers
than would have been the case had they received a
suspended sentence. The offenders will be out in the
community on a community correction order, needing
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to be supervised and needing to report to a community
corrections officer. By the way, there has been no
increase in resources and no greater number of
corrections officers provided either in this bill or more
generally.
We have a situation where the government — and I
invite Mr O’Brien or whoever the lead government
speaker is to address this point during the debate — has
provided no detail as to what additional resources are
going to be required to support a large increase in the
number of offenders on community correction orders.
The government has said these offenders will not be on
home detention or suspended sentences; they will be on
community correction orders. That requires
supervision, and it requires them to report to a
community corrections officer. Like the other
reforms — and I use the term ‘reforms’ loosely — this
is going to mean an ever-increasing share of the state
budget being spent on corrections, on the court system
and inevitably on services like Legal Aid. This is all in
circumstances where the government cannot or will not
reveal what the dividend for the community will be in
relation to a fall in the crime rate, whether rates of
reoffending will fall or whether we as a community will
be safer and where the government has not provided an
extra dollar or extra cent for Legal Aid or more
corrections officers and the like.
As I have indicated, the bill in effect reinstates home
detention, just weeks after the government purported to
abolish it. A 12-hour curfew is almost identical to home
detention with work release; so for all the hoopla and
razzamatazz around the abolition of home detention —
voila! It is back under another name. Most importantly,
we are concerned about the principle of the Secretary of
the Department of Justice or the secretary’s delegate
being able to increase the sanction that has been
imposed by a court, which can apply to curfews and
unpaid community work — and we understand the
delegate in a real world situation will be a regional
manager for corrections.
Of course there will be circumstances where a sanction
is applied by a court and for some reason or other the
offender is not compliant, but it cannot be right that the
only way that can be dealt with is for public servants to
be given the right, of their own volition, to increase
those penalties. We do not know, for instance, what
obligation the public servant has to advise the person
that they have the right to challenge in court any curfew
increase or community work increase or fine that is
imposed again by the public servant. The government
has provided no advice on or justification for the public
servant not having to go before the Magistrates Court as
in every other situation — we are not saying he or she

SENTENCING AMENDMENT (COMMUNITY CORRECTION REFORM) BILL 2011
4332

COUNCIL

should go to the County Court or the Supreme Court —
and lay out before the magistrate the case explaining
why the offender has misbehaved and ask the court to
increase the penalty.
The argument might be that it is a resources issue for
the Magistrates Court, but that is the impact of the
government’s policy. The government needs to accept
that its policy creates a resource issue. It is unacceptable
to simply circumvent the normal separation of powers,
the normal relationship between the public service and
the judiciary, because there might be a resourcing issue.
I know the Magistrates Court would take the view that,
resource issues aside, as a matter of principal public
servants should not be given the power to increase
penalties of and by themselves.
The Law Institute of Victoria, which I know the
government respects, has put out a strong view on this.
It has expressed profound concerns in correspondence
to me, and no doubt in correspondence to the
government, about the increased powers of the
Secretary of the Department of Justice, as I have
described. The law institute makes the point in its
correspondence that the Secretary of the Department of
Justice is a public servant who has effectively been
authorised to exercise judicial power. I refer to a letter
sent by Caroline Counsel, the 2011 president of the
Law Institute of Victoria, and I take this opportunity to
commend Ms Counsel for the outstanding work she has
done during her term as president of the institute. In her
correspondence to me she described it as ‘a clear
erosion of the principle of the separation of powers’.
The law institute goes on to say:
It is clearly undesirable and inappropriate to provide
unelected community corrections officers, who lack public
accountability, with these infrastructure judicial powers.

And that is the point. Public servants do not face the
voters, they do not have any public accountability and
nor are they judges charged with the responsibility of
imposing sentences on members of the Victorian
community. Let us not forget that in the circumstances
described in this bill a judge would have imposed a
sentence having heard all the evidence, all the
arguments from defence counsel, from the Director of
Public Prosecutions or a Victoria Police informant, and
in those circumstances would have decided on an
appropriate sentence.
There could well be circumstances where the offender
is not living up to his or her end of the bargain, and in
those circumstances it is utterly appropriate for a
Corrections Victoria official or bureaucrat to go back
before the Magistrates Court and say, ‘Muggins here is
not doing the right thing, and I think you should
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increase the curfew by 1 or 2 hours’. I have no
argument with that whatsoever; but to give a bureaucrat
the power to increase that penalty by himself or herself
is extraordinary. It is a clear erosion of the separation of
powers, and the opposition will be moving an
amendment to make it necessary for the corrections
officer to go back before a court and seek an order from
a magistrate to increase that penalty.
That concern aside, the opposition will not be opposing
the bill. We accept that this is in large part a reflection
of the commitment that the then opposition took to the
election. As I have indicated, there is not a lot in this
that judges cannot do already. There is in effect a
marching back from the government on some of the
tough changes it initiated earlier this year — home
detention taken away and in effect returned; suspended
sentences taken away and converted into community
correction orders — but all being done in a way that is
going to be far more costly to the Victorian taxpayer
and not noticeably more effective, particularly given
that the government will not say what the crime
reduction dividend will be, does not expect rates of
reoffending to fall and is taking the extraordinary and
quite unnecessary step of putting judicial power in the
hands of public servants.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Attorney-General, in the opening paragraph of the
second-reading speech, said:
This bill represents the most significant reform to
community-based sentences that Victoria has seen in
20 years.

It remains to be seen whether that will be so under the
provisions of the bill; however, the fact that the
Attorney-General has made that statement and the fact
that the bill abolishes some longstanding
community-based orders (CBOs) from the sentencing
regime and replaces them with a new, all-encompassing
community correction order (CCO) indicates that it is a
substantial change to the sentencing regime. For that
reason, I foreshadow that at the end of the
second-reading stage I will be moving a motion to refer
the bill to the Legislative Council Legal and Social
Issues Legislation Committee for its consideration. It
will be asked to report back by 8 December. That will
enable time for the bill to receive royal assent before
some of the provisions of the bill are due to commence
in 2012. It is interesting that some of them are not due
to commence until a full year after that, which is an
issue raised by the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations
Committee.
We must remember that the goal of the justice system
and the sentencing regime, in addition to punishing
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offenders for their offence in a way that is proportionate
to the offence, is to rehabilitate particularly young
offenders and to prevent reoffending. This bill and the
new sentencing regime needs to be judged on whether
it would achieve those goals. It is interesting that in the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech he says:
The purpose of the CCO conditions is to allow a court greater
flexibility to impose a less restrictive order than imprisonment
where appropriate, potentially leading to a reduction in
sentences of imprisonment with advantages such as the
promotion of the offender’s rehabilitation and the
preservation of family and community ties.

I thought that was a very interesting section of the
Attorney-General’s speech, and if that is what the bill
will do — that is, potentially lead to a reduction in
sentences of imprisonment — then that is a good thing.
However, I am not sure that is what the bill is going to
do. As Mr Pakula has said, given that the government is
forever talking about ‘jail means jail’ and ‘truth in
sentencing’, I am not sure how to actually put those two
things together. If the Attorney-General is correct and
that is what this new regime will bring about, then that
would be a good thing, but it remains to be seen. I
would like to hear from any government speakers about
any plans the government has to monitor the
implementation of this new regime and report back to
the Parliament as to how it is being implemented in the
courts and whether it is in fact leading to a reduction in
sentences of imprisonment and the imposition of more
community correction orders, which is always
preferable.
The main provisions of the bill are to replace the
existing community-based orders, which from memory
have been around since 1986, which is a long time; the
intensive corrections orders (ICOs), which have been
around since 1992; the combined custody and treatment
orders (CCTOs); and the yet-to-commence intensive
correction management orders, which the previous
government put in place but which have not begun
operating as yet.
The community correction orders will have mandatory
basic conditions and also one or more so-called
‘optional’ provisions, but they are not optional in that at
least one of them has to be applied, which seems to
make the word ‘optional’ an oxymoron. One of the
questions I have about the optional conditions relates to
the fact that under the current community-based orders
just the core provisions are required and no extra
conditions are required, which is different from the
intensive correction orders and the combined custody
and treatment orders. My question would be: what if
none of those so-called optional conditions is actually
appropriate for the particular offender? It would seem
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that they would be inappropriate for a community
correction order if none of the optional conditions, one
of which must be applied, can actually be applied to
that offender.
That raises an issue of the basic concern that many
commentators, and I in particular, have with the change
of the regime from the low-level community-based
order, which is really just above what you would give if
you were not going to impose a fine on somebody, to
existing intensive correction orders, for example, which
really sit just under imprisonment. When you look at
the definition of that on the Department of Justice
website an intensive correction order sits directly under
imprisonment, and under its core conditions offenders
must report to or receive visits from the CCO officer
twice weekly, perform unpaid community work and
participate in treatment as directed by the CCO for
12 hours each week. Eight of those 12 hours might be
working in the community, and 4 of those 12 hours
might be undertaking treatment programs. They must
also participate in any special conditions imposed by
the court.
The combined custody and treatment orders target
those who have committed an offence where the court
is satisfied that drunkenness or drug addiction
contributed to the offence. Such an order could be
imposed for up to 12 months, with at least 6 months to
be served in custody, and the offender must participate
in mandatory drug and alcohol treatment and testing.
These existing orders target certain offenders and the
issues they face; however, because of the ability to
apply what are now just the core provisions of a
community-based order and because the bill insists that
one of the new optional conditions must be imposed, it
could result in limiting the application of community
correction orders at the lower end of the scale — that is,
people who would at the moment get a
community-based order if they were just above being
fined for their offence.
The optional conditions contained in new division 4
include unpaid community work, treatment and
rehabilitation, supervision, non-association, residence
restriction or exclusion, place or area exclusion, curfew,
alcohol exclusion and judicial monitoring. All of those
can be — and are — an imposition on the offender. If
they are a low-level offender and if none of those
conditions could be imposed fairly or proportionately, it
does concern me that it might either preclude a person
from getting a CCO or impose a condition on them
which is not proportionate to the offence they have
committed. That is one of the issues with abolishing
community-based orders and rolling them into this new
community correction order.
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There are some other issues with the bill. I should also
say that the basic conditions of all orders are that the
offender does not reoffend, that the offender does not
leave Victoria without permission and that the offender
reports to or complies with directions from the
community corrections officers. It is interesting that the
maximum term is based on the maximum term of
imprisonment for the offence, but that is only if the
sentence is imposed by the Supreme Court or the
County Court. In the Magistrates Court it is actually
limited to two years.
There is a new offence for contravening a CCO, which
is a maximum penalty of 30 units or three months
imprisonment. That will also apply to current
suspended sentences, home detention orders and
intermediate orders, not just to CCOs. Offenders who
are already serving those current suspended sentences,
home detention orders and intermediate orders could
fall under that contravention. Corrections Victoria will
now have powers that previously only courts had to
impose up to 16 extra hours of unpaid community
work, extend curfews for a further two hours a day and
issue on-the-spot fines for two new offences —
5 penalty units for the offence or an on-the-spot fine of
1 penalty unit. These offences include failure to comply
with specific directions of the secretary of the
department, failure to comply with the terms of a CCO
and failure to obey written directions that contain a
specific request — for example, that the offender attend
a specified location at a specified time and date.
We share the concerns that Mr Pakula raised in his
contribution and the concerns raised in the letter he
received from Caroline Counsel. I extend my
congratulations to her in her work as president of the
Law Institute of Victoria for taking an interest in this
bill and for corresponding with us about that issue,
which we had already identified as a problem.
Mr Pakula foreshadowed that he would be moving an
amendment to remove the ability of the staff of the
Department of Justice or the Secretary of the
Department of Justice to impose conditions over and
above those that have been imposed by a court. I notice
that they are contestable. The offender can contest the
imposition of that extra penalty in the court, but the
current situation is that a court must actually add to a
sentence. The current situation is that a court might add
certain conditions to a sentence or change the sentence,
and that of course can be appealed as well. The current
situation is not, as Mr Pakula said, that a public servant
who is not a member of the judiciary and who is in fact
under the direction of the minister will be able to do
that.
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The Department of Justice staff are sitting in the
advisers box. I thank them for the very comprehensive
briefing they gave my staff member and me on this bill.
I remember those particular staff members from
previous briefings. I have to say that they have always
been very helpful in answering our queries about the
legislation that has come before us. I thank them for
that. I must also mention the very good briefing paper
that was prepared by the parliamentary library on this
bill.
There are some other provisions in the bill. It is not all
bad; I am not suggesting that it is all bad. I am just
suggesting that it is not at all clear that this bill will
result in the aims and objectives that the
Attorney-General has outlined. It would be good if it
did, but I am not sure it will. I suggest that one of the
good provisions of this bill is that clause 5 amends
section 7(2) to allow the Magistrates Court or the
County Court to defer sentencing of anyone for six
months. Currently only people aged 18 to 24 can have
their sentence deferred under section 83A, ‘Deferral of
sentencing’, and this can happen only in the Magistrates
Court. To us that seems to be a good development, as
pre-sentencing is a critical stage in the criminal process
during which there are better chances of rehabilitation.
The section about pre-sentence reports is generally
good. Many of these provisions are re-enacted from
part 6, division 2 with no substantive changes. New
section 8A(3) provides that a pre-sentence report is not
required for a CCO with up to 300 hours of community
work attached as the sole optional condition, which I
note is up from 250 hours under the existing CBO.
In regard to there being more detail in reports, when we
talked about this in the briefing we were told that there
are new requirements for the court in new
section 8B(1), including the ability of the offender to
pay a bond, the relevance and appropriateness of any
proposed condition, the capacity of the offender to
perform unpaid community work for any proposed
unpaid community work condition, the recommended
duration of any intensive compliance period fixed under
the CCO, the appropriateness of confirming an existing
order that applies to the offender, or any other
information that the author believes is relevant and
appropriate. The pre-sentence reports will in effect be
more comprehensive and capture more information
about offenders, and hopefully that will lead to more
appropriate community correction orders being
imposed on particular offenders. As the
Attorney-General said in his second-reading speech,
one of the aims is to more closely target the sentence —
the CCO — to the offender under the circumstances
around the offence.
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We note that clause 13 seems to imply that a CCO can
operate in tandem with a drug treatment order, which is
welcome. The main clause of the bill that introduces the
new community correction order is clause 21, and
under that clause new section 36 describes the purpose
of a CCO as:
to provide a community-based sentence that may be used for
a wide range of offending behaviours while having regard to
and addressing the circumstances of the offender.

If that is achieved, it will be a good thing. The
eligibility for a CCO is basically the same as the
existing CBO — that is, the conviction of an offence
with a penalty of at least 5 penalty units, a pre-sentence
report, which under this bill is more comprehensive,
and the consent of the convicted person.
I do not want to verbal Mr Pakula — he can complain if
I have got him wrong — but he seemed to imply in his
contribution that it was not a good thing that a
community correction order would capture more
offenders. However, I think it is a good thing that, as
the Attorney-General said his second-reading speech,
it could potentially lead to a reduction in sentences of
imprisonment and capture more people for whom
imprisonment is not appropriate and allow them to
serve community correction orders with certain
conditions imposed.
There is a provision in new section 39 that where a
CCO is longer than six months a court can fix an
intensive compliance period. That new provision means
that the requirements of the community correction order
are weighted towards immediate or early intervention
during the CCO period. At least one condition — for
example, community work or a particular treatment
program — must be completed in the intensive
correction period. When we raised this issue in the
briefing we were told that this new power to front-end
CCO obligations is not current practice in the courts
and its aim is to reduce the risk of reoffending and to
have the offender undergo treatment during an intensive
period at the start of their community correction order.
Hopefully that would result in an enhanced opportunity
for rehabilitation or changing the behaviour that has led
to the offending.
New section 44 raises some issues, as it appears in
effect to narrow the net for who may be eligible for a
CCO as compared with the combined custody and
treatment orders and intensive corrections orders.
Under new section 44(1) a community correction order
can be made in addition to a sentence of imprisonment
of not more than three months which is not suspended
in whole or part. If it is an aggregate CCO, the total
period of imprisonment cannot be more than three
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months, which is like a current community-based order,
but currently where an offence and the circumstances
are too serious for a person to be eligible for a CBO and
that person has obvious issues that contribute to their
offending, an intensive correction order or a combined
custody and treatment order can be issued. A CCTO
can run for 12 months with at least six months served in
a prison along with alcohol or drug treatment and
testing throughout the period of the order, and an ICO
is only made where a sentence of up to one year’s
imprisonment would also be appropriate and the
purpose of the sentence cannot be achieved by CBO.
As we do not know how the courts will utilise CCOs as
sentencing options, in effect this bill could most likely
mean that people who are now eligible for ICOs and
CCTOs will go to prison, and the opportunity for them
to get assistance in dealing with the issues that
contribute to their committing crimes will be removed.
I do not think it is clear how that will operate in the bill.
I see Mr O’Brien speaking to the advisers, and I am
wondering if he might be able to address that issue
because it does seem to be a limiting factor in terms of
who may be eligible. It could mean — and perhaps the
government could address this — that people who
would now get six months imprisonment and a
combined custody and treatment order will now get
three months imprisonment and a longer community
correction order with stricter conditions. It is not clear
how that might work.
Some of the conditions that are set out under new
section 48A have human rights implications. I also
wonder who is going to monitor whether they are being
complied with, and that is obviously going to require
more resourcing of Corrections Victoria, including
resourcing of the staff involved in monitoring
community correction orders.
The unpaid community work condition under new
section 48C is fairly well established in the sentencing
regime already, as are treatment and rehabilitation
orders — now called conditions under 48D and
supervision under 48E. The non-association condition
under new section 48F, which could impose a condition
on an offender that they not associate with certain
persons or classes of persons, is a restriction on
people’s human rights. That is one issue, but the other
issue is how that is going to be monitored and
implemented. Under new section 48G there is a
condition relating to restrictions of residence or
exclusion of people from living in certain areas, and
similarly under new section 48H there is a place or area
exclusion condition that requires that a person be
restricted from going to certain areas or places. I would
like to know how those are going to be implemented.
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Under new section 48I, which is the curfew condition,
the court can impose a curfew of up to 12 hours per
day. I assume that would mostly be at night and that the
person would be able to work, for example, so the idea
is not to restrict a person who is on a community
correction order with this particular condition from
working and earning a living and keeping body and
soul together. However, I would make the comment —
and I think I may have done so in the briefing — that is
really almost a detention order under a different name,
because it requires a person to stay in their residence for
12 hours a day. I do not know why the government
abolished detention orders only to half reinstate them
under this regime.
The alcohol exclusion condition under 48J would again
restrict offenders from going to certain areas such as
licensed premises or licensed areas in certain places.
One example given to us was the MCG: a person would
be able to go to the MCG to watch a sporting event but
would not be able to go to the area of the MCG where
alcohol is served. Again, I do not know how that is
going to be monitored by Corrections Victoria, so it
will be interesting to hear what the government says
about that.
Section 48K goes to another optional condition that
could be imposed by a court — that is, a judicial
monitoring condition, which sounds like a good idea. It
could require an offender who is at high risk of
reoffending, for example, to undergo a review in a court
and be required to attend the court, provide information
to the court and be monitored by the court — that is, the
judge or magistrate who made the CCO in the first
place or any other judge or magistrate if the court
believes it is necessary for it to review compliance with
the CCO.
That could specify times for reappearance under review
and information required during the hearing. The
condition could last for the whole order or for a period
specified by the court. One of my concerns with this
particular condition is the problems that could arise if
the person’s monitoring is done by a judicial officer
who was not involved in imposing the sentence in the
first place and who does not have a background in the
case of that person. How is that going to be handled.
Obviously it is going to be very important that the
monitoring judicial officer has some familiarity with
the case in front of him or her.
The other new section, 89AC, introduces something
quite interesting, which is the ability of the court to
make a finding that if any offence is alcohol related, a
person’s licence can be cancelled or disqualified and an
interlock can be placed on that person’s car. These
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provisions only apply to non-driving offences —
driving offences are dealt with under the Road Safety
Act 1986. The bill allows for a court to suspend the
licence or learners permit of an offender for any
offence, even a non-driving offence, which raises
human rights issues and issues regarding the ability of
people to travel, particularly to work or to meet their
family members and friends, et cetera. It may in fact
impose significant obligations on their family and
friends to drive them around if their licence is removed.
I would hope that is something that would be done very
rarely because a person could be offending in certain
ways without posing a road safety risk. It would be
useful to hear from government speakers why this
particular provision is in the bill, and I may raise this in
committee if the government speakers do not.
The other issue I would like to address is that the
Attorney-General said in his second-reading speech that
the Sentencing Advisory Council basically supported
the combining of community-based orders, intensive
correction orders and combined custody and treatment
orders into the one order, but in fact if you read the
Sentencing Advisory Council’s report that is not
exactly what it said. It did not recommend that they be
rolled into one; in fact it recommended that CBOs,
ICOs and CCTOs remain as separate orders. It
recommended changes to some of them, and some of
those are reflected in the bill, but not that they be
combined into the one order.
Lastly, I had some correspondence from Youthlaw,
which deals with young adults in the criminal justice
system. It raised the issue that this bill does not go
specifically to the area of young adult offenders — that
is, offenders between the ages of 18 and 25, who can
have high recidivism rates and lots of problems.
Youthlaw is concerned that this new regime might not
actually pick them up or deal appropriately with the
circumstances of those offenders. It wonders whether
more resources will be put into the young adults section
of the community corrections offices to provide more
community corrections officers to deal with them. I
note that the Sentencing Advisory Council also
recommended that there be different regimes for adults
under 25 years of age for the same reasons. When
young adult offenders are entangled with the justice
system they sometimes tend to have chaotic lives and
require more help with treatment and rehabilitation.
This is quite a large bill that changes the sentencing
regime with regard to non-custodial sentences. I think
this bill needs more examination than could be done in
the committee stage on the floor of the house, because
if we were able to examine it in the Legislation
Committee, we would be able to invite people to make
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submissions and to come and speak to us, and we
would also be able to question the Attorney-General as
well. I will move to do that because I think we should
establish that procedure in this house, as we have the
structures to do so, and I think it would make for better
legislation.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — This is an
important bill. It is a large bill, as Ms Pennicuik has
noted, but it is a bill that will be a central plank in the
coalition’s justice and corrections reform and law and
order initiatives which it took to the 2010 election,
nearly 11 months ago, and received a very strong
mandate from the Victorian people to introduce.
I can advise the house that the coalition will not be
supporting the amendments proposed by the Labor
Party and will certainly not be sending this important
reform off to a parliamentary committee for further
consideration and delay, because there has been an
extensive series of reports going back to 2005, as
mentioned by Ms Pennicuik, in relation to sentencing
reform. This has been a very clear policy that was
outlined by the coalition prior to the election and also
by the Attorney-General in the various other bills that
have come before the house.
They have been spoken about in this chamber, the first
being the Sentencing Further Amendment Bill 2011,
which resulted in the abolition of suspended sentences
for a range of significant offences, and the second being
the Sentencing Legislation Amendment (Abolition of
Home Detention) Act 2011, which abolished home
detention. In speeches on both those bills — and these
are matters that could go to the heart of much of
Mr Pakula’s contribution — the coalition very clearly
outlined the essence of its policy. Its essence is not, as
Mr Pakula has identified, to say that jail means a
community correction order, which are the words he
used. Rather, it is to restore truth in sentencing by
simplifying what has become a complicated and partly
inconsistent set of sentencing options. The centrepiece
of that will be the community correction order, which is
put in place by this important bill. I join Ms Pennicuik
in commending the staff of the Department of Justice
who have worked very hard to bring this bill to this and
the other chamber.
The purpose of the bill is to replace the existing regime
of the community-based order, intensive correction
order and combined custody and treatment order with a
single new community correction order. It has been
some 20 years in the making and will deal with the
incremental building up of the various types of
non-custodial orders that have resulted in a range of
inconsistencies. This new, single, flexible community

4337

correction order is designed to deliver appropriate
sentencing and to restore faith in sentencing,
particularly on the issues of protection of the
community and rehabilitation of the offender, so the
expectations in relation to community behaviour are
clear. This issue responds to much of the contribution
made by Mr Pakula. If both potential offenders and
victims, most importantly, have a greater faith in the
judicial process, then it is considered that the cost of
crime and of corrections facilities will come down.
Failing to protect the community in appropriate
circumstances or rehabilitate the offender is a cost to
victims of crime. It is really not a pecuniary cost but an
important non-pecuniary cost.
Just by way of background to the community correction
reform bill, currently there are a number of different
regimes — the community-based order, the intensive
correction order, the combined custody and treatment
order and the intensive correction management order,
which is yet to come into force. Each of those has its
own rules and limitations, and can be used in various
ways. However, they all purport to be a sentence which
is served in the community. The irony for some of these
is that the Sentencing Act 1991 deems an intensive
correction order to be a term of imprisonment but not a
community-based order. That is despite the fact that
both orders are served within the community, usually
with a work component attached and supervision by
corrections authorities.
As has been outlined by Mr Pakula and speakers in the
other place, the new community correction order will
sit in the sentencing hierarchy between imprisonment
and a fine, with a broad range of optional conditions.
This picks up one of the points raised by
Ms Pennicuik — namely, concerns about the
imposition of conditions and even a human rights
concern. A lengthy statement of compatibility was
tabled at the time of the second-reading of the bill.
The essential answer to the concerns raised is that a
community correction order will not be imposed by the
court in more serious cases unless a pre-sentence report
has been prepared and ultimately unless an offender is
willing to accept the conditions. That is the basis on
which an offender will submit to the court, in
appropriate circumstances, that whilst the offence is
grave in some respects, it is one that is suitable for this
type of order. It will be in that submission of the
sentencing report — and the bill picks up some of the
work done previously and sets out a more detailed and
appropriate process — that the issues of the
appropriateness of conditions that Ms Pennicuik has
identified will be considered by the court which will
impose the sentence.
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Turning to perhaps the heart of Mr Pakula’s concern
and his proposed amendment, it is in effect a
submission based upon a false premise — namely, that
there is no review by a court of what will be imposed
for a breach of a community correction order. If there is
a breach of a community correction order, there is a
need for some flexibility, because one of the problems
that has also been prevalent in the community is that
existing community-based orders have not always been
satisfactorily complied with. There has been a lack of
faith that it is an appropriate real sentence. It is certainly
the intention of this government generally and the
Minister for Corrections in particular that Corrections
Victoria and the people who are subject to these orders
will treat the orders seriously. One of the tools will be
the limited ability to impose extra time if there have
been breaches of existing conditions. In doing so, there
is also the ability to provide a clear statement of reasons
for those breaches and a right for the person to have it
reviewed before the court.
One needs to contrast that with the existing situation
where, if there is a breach of the condition of a
community-based order, the offender is then dragged
back before the court to be potentially re-sentenced
under the old offence. That regime can still apply in the
new situation if that is an appropriate way for the court
to take supervision of the offence. But in limited
situations extra hours can be potentially served. If that
is sought to be reviewed by the offender, they can take
that option.
A second reason the coalition will not be supporting the
proposed amendment is that it seeks to take the
reoffenders before the Magistrates Court, rather than, as
under the regime proposed by the bill, the supervising
court, which may well in appropriate circumstances be
the County Court or the Supreme Court — that is, the
court that has imposed the original sentence.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We will take that, if you
want to make that change.
Mr O’BRIEN — I am not making any change,
Mr Pakula. I am referring to the bill.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Mr O’BRIEN — You are the one who has your
submission wrong. Another correspondent on this issue
has been the Law Institute of Victoria. I have been
provided with a copy of the letter from the law institute,
for which I thank Mr Pakula. Part of the concerns raised
by the law institute relate to the power of the Secretary
of the Department of Justice to delegate. I am advised
that is in fact based on a misunderstanding of the
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delegation power in the bill, which is very limited. The
power can be delegated only to senior departmental
officers at Victorian public service level 6 or higher,
which limits the power to regional managers and above
in Corrections Victoria. These officers are not the same
as those who case manage the offender. The coalition
hopes that answers those queries.
As to any suggestion that the coalition has not been
consistent on the two pieces of legislation that have
been brought before the house by the present
government, that is totally refuted. I take Mr Pakula to
the debate on the Sentencing Further Amendment Bill
2011, where I said that the coalition’s position is to
abolish suspended sentences and that there is an option
under the community-based order for it to bring back
elements of a flexible regime. I made it very clear in my
contribution in the Council on behalf of the government
that in relation to the abolition of suspended sentences
in fact one of the key reasons the bill was supported
was because the community correction order, as a more
flexible regime, would be brought in to provide a range
of options. The idea is to restore truth in sentencing
which, in appropriate cases, may mean more
community work.
If you go back in Victoria’s history, or Australia’s
history, you would find that it was built by convict
labour in many instances, by those who worked in the
community.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Get them to build the Stony
Rises again.
Mr O’BRIEN — Yes, I love the Stony Rises.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Get them to build the Stony
Rises again. Send them out to the Western District and
get them to build a stone wall.
Mr O’BRIEN — Those stone walls are actually
being rebuilt by very skilled heritage stone wallers. I
have been involved in projects in Ararat such as the
Ararat bike path which was built by members of the
corrections facility there and people in
community-based work. It is a successful example of
people working appropriately within the community.
This legislation will bring about a more flexible regime.
I am aware of the time. There has been a lot said about
this legislation. I am happy to say that in restoring truth
in sentencing we will be restoring flexibility to the
courts, to those people who are subject to a community
correction order. Most importantly, it will restore the
community’s faith in the justice system.
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Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Sentencing Amendment (Community
Correction Reform) Bill 2011. We do not oppose this
legislation; however, there are a couple of fundamental
issues that I would like to mention. It appears to me that
amending the Sentencing Act 1991 is designed to
hoodwink the people of Victoria into believing these
amendments are significant and far reaching in the
application of community-based sentences. This
legislation simply changes the name of
community-based orders to community correction
orders. A rose by any other name is still a rose, and I
can see no immediate benefits to the community in
these so-called wide-reaching changes to overall
community-based sentences.
The bill talks about banning offenders from specific
locations. That sounds good, but it does not identify any
proper monitoring of that ban. When an order such as
this is breached the amendments talk about curfews and
no-go zones. That sounds good, but who ensures
compliance? The government says its community
correction orders provide flexibility to the judiciary.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the sitting be extended.

House divided on motion:
Ayes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr (Teller)
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Pair
Kronberg, Mrs

Motion agreed to.

Darveniza, Ms
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Debate resumed.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — As I
was saying before the bells were rung, given the lack of
resourcing for this so-called new initiative, it is my
opinion we should all be focused on preventing
criminal acts from taking place in the first place. The
coalition government is saying to the people of
Victoria, ‘We are tough on crime; see, we have already
abolished suspended sentences and home detention’.
However, this bill is a do-nothing bill. It lacks clarity
and purpose. It is supposed to tackle crime by imposing
a so-called new regime of options, but it does nothing
to rehabilitate offenders. It imposes more severe
penalties for breaches of CCOs (community correction
orders) but makes no provision for additional funding
to cater for custodial sentences.
Judges and magistrates will be expected to provide
mechanisms for monitoring compliance with these
CCOs. Our law lists already stretch a mile long with no
end in sight, so this will be just additional workload for
our court system to manage. I have to say the
government’s massive cuts to TAFE and the Victorian
certificate of applied learning can only mean more
underprivileged kids turning to a life of crime, because
as we all know there is a direct correlation with
education and employment opportunities. With those
words, I say again we are not opposing the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Referral to committee
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That the Sentencing Amendment (Community Correction
Reform) Bill 2011 be referred to the Standing Committee on
Legal and Social Issues Legislation Committee for inquiry,
consideration and report by 8 December 2011.

I move this reference to the committee because, as the
Attorney-General has said, this is a far-reaching bill. It
completely changes the sentencing regime with regard
to non-custodial sentences in Victoria. It abolishes
community-based orders, combined custody and
treatment orders, intensive correction orders and the
intensive correction management orders that have not
yet come into force, and it replaces them with a single
community correction order, which imposes new
conditions on offenders and introduces an entirely new
regime.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT (COMMUNITY CORRECTION REFORM) BILL 2011
4340

COUNCIL

I believe a bill of this nature and extent should be
examined by the Standing Committee on Legal and
Social Issues. Standing order 23.02(4)(a) states:
Legislation committees may inquire into, hold public
hearings, consider and report on any bills or draft bills
referred to them by the Legislative Council …

That is what I think we should be doing with this bill.
We should be holding an inquiry and receiving
submissions, particularly from those organisations of
the legal fraternity that have written to us, such as the
Federation of Community Legal Centres Victoria,
Youthlaw and the Law Institute of Victoria. In fact it
would be useful to hear from the Sentencing Advisory
Council. The council’s report on sentencing has been
referred to by the Attorney-General, but provisions of
this bill, contrary to what the Attorney-General
maintained in his second-reading speech, do not
directly align with the recommendations of the
Sentencing Advisory Council on community-based
orders and non-custodial sentences.
My motion would require the committee to report back
by 8 December, which would provide enough time for
the committee to conduct a proper inquiry and for the
bill to receive royal assent if it was passed in the sitting
week of 6 to 8 December. I commend my motion to the
house.
I say again we should establish a process of regular
referral of comprehensive bills to the legislation
committees, which is what they were set up for. They
have been modelled on the Senate committees, which
carry out such inquiries regularly and pretty well with
most bills, and they do so expeditiously. As the Clerk of
the Senate told us, these inquiries often result in
amendments put by the government itself and always
result in better legislation.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I understand
the referral moved by Ms Pennicuik. Can I say from the
outset that this bill is about implementing our election
commitment on community-based sentencing reform,
and I think the people of Victoria have spoken. This
was announced in November last year. It was an
election commitment that went to the people of
Victoria, and the people of Victoria voted for it. The
notion that this is something new that has fallen out of
the sky is not quite correct in the sense that we made it
very clear we were going to replace a range of current
community-based sentencing laws with a single
community correction order. We indicated we would
amend the Sentencing Act 1991 to reform
community-based sentencing laws and to provide
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courts with a broad range of strong and effective new
powers and sentencing options.
During the election period we said we were going to
provide the courts with new powers to suspend or
cancel drivers licences and disqualify persons from
driving for any offence and for any period. We
indicated we were going to create new offences to deal
with the contravention of community correction orders
and existing orders and would also provide Corrections
Victoria with new powers to respond effectively to less
serious non-compliance issues with those community
correction orders without returning offenders to court.
On that basis we do not see the need to refer this bill to
a committee for further examination. An examination
was conducted last year in November. It was called a
general election and people voted overwhelmingly for
the coalition on the piece of legislation which is now
before the house. I would enforce — —
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Mr Lenders says it
was not scrutinised. We had a general election.
Mr Lenders is bitter and twisted about it, but he should
get over it, take the gold watch and go away. The
reality is this was an election commitment, and those on
the other side should take their gold watches and go
away. We will not be supporting the motion.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The opposition will be supporting Ms Pennicuik’s
motion. The opposition has indicated on numerous
occasions that for motions of referral one of the things
we are most interested in is an appropriate report-back
date. Ms Pennicuik’s motion has a report-back date of
8 December, which would allow this bill to pass and
receive proclamation prior to its commencement date of
1 January 2012.
In his response Mr Dalla-Riva indicated that because
the coalition won the last election any form of
questioning of anything the government does between
now and November 2014 is illegitimate and an attempt
to frustrate the will of the electorate. We are audacious
if we ask questions. We are acting beyond our power if
we seek to send anything to a committee, despite the
fact that the committee system we are trying to refer
this motion to was one agreed on between the Labor
Party, the Greens, the Liberal Party and The
Nationals — —
Mr Leane — And the Democratic Labor Party.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — And the Democratic
Labor Party. The government has found excuse after
excuse in every situation to say no to every single
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motion that has been moved in this place to refer any
piece of legislation to a committee.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Not container deposit
legislation motion — that was your motion! The fact
is — —
Mrs Peulich — So you admit you were wrong?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I will take up
Mrs Peulich’s interjection. The government has refused
to accept any motion to refer any bill to an upper house
committee other than a motion moved by a member of
the government. We have had situations where the
government said, ‘It will mean we do not get the
legislation passed in time’. The government cannot say
that on this occasion. All the government can say on
this occasion is, ‘We took this to the Victorian
community and they voted for it’. The coalition did not
go to the Victorian community with a proposition that
public servants would be able to increase penalties
handed down by judges in the Supreme Court of
Victoria. It is quite reasonable for Ms Pennicuik to say
that that is a matter that should receive some further
inquiry and interrogation.
I do not want to put words in Ms Pennicuik’s mouth,
but it might be different if Mr O’Brien had indicated
that the government would support the proposed
amendments. However, Mr O’Brien has already
indicated that the government will oppose them. It
appears this government has formed a firm view that it
will not accept any motion from the Greens or the
opposition to take any piece of legislation to a
committee for further examination. It seems that the
government’s attitude to the Parliament and to
opposition members who have the audacity to ask
questions of it in question time or to seek to scrutinise
legislation is, ‘How dare you? We won. Get over it!’.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms (Teller)
Viney, Mr

Noes, 20
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms

Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
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Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr

O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Darveniza, Ms

Kronberg, Mrs

Pair
Motion negatived.
Ordered to be committed next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Floods: Benjeroop
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Water, Mr Walsh. Last week, with my colleague
Jacinta Allan, the member for Bendigo East in the other
place, I had the privilege of visiting Benjeroop, which is
in the minister’s electorate. It was the second time this
year — —
Mr Drum interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Drum arrogantly says,
‘Ambulance chaser’. He has a disappointed and
disgruntled constituency that feels used by a
government that does not listen to it. I suggest to
Mr Drum that he go with me to Benjeroop, which is in
his electorate, and start engaging with these people on
the issues they feel very angry about.
In July I went to the hall in Benjeroop and met with a
range of people. The meeting was convened by Lindsay
Schultz, the flood warden. Last week I went back with
Jacinta Allan for a progress report. Some things have
improved, and I give credit where credit is due. Some
of the issues in Benjeroop that were outstanding in July
have been resolved by the government, but many of the
issues have not been resolved. In Benjeroop, which is
The Nationals heartland, we see a town that is very
angry with the government and its local member. The
action I seek from the Minister for Water is that he start
giving some certainty to his own community.
Tonight I will not go through all the issues, because I
have a long time ahead of me in this house to go
through more of the issues, but what I will say is that at
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the public meeting in Benjeroop people put to me that
there is anxiety over the fact that they do not believe the
minister has read the flood plans that have been in place
for many years. They are concerned that they are on the
border of Victoria and New South Wales, and they
therefore want cross-border action. The minister
apparently told them that pigs would fly to Perth before
they would get any action from cross-border discussion
and that he will not waste his time doing so.
The action I seek from the minister is that he sit down
with his New South Wales counterpart, Katrina
Hodgkinson, who represents the same party, has held
similar portfolios and has the electorate on the other
side of the border, to have a discussion about how
surplus water coming through Benjeroop can go across
to the other side of the river, as the flood wardens think
it can. The action I seek is that he have a discussion
about the flood plans and about how the long-term
issues affecting Benjeroop can be addressed, and that
he has that discussion with the community. If that
happens, some of the angst in Benjeroop will be
addressed and there will perhaps be a good response to
the flood plans that were created for a reason other than
just sitting on a shelf.

Natural disasters: Turkey
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to place on record my thanks to the Premier, the
government and the Minister for Multicultural Affairs
and Citizenship, as well as the two chambers, for at
various points in time bringing forward condolence
motions following either natural disasters or other
events of adversity that affect the many nations abroad
from which our multicultural communities are drawn.
This afternoon was a case in point in relation to the
earthquake in Turkey. I represent a very multicultural
region with a substantial Turkish population, and I join
in expressing my sympathy to the victims of the
Turkish earthquake, not only those who lost their
lives — I understand the figure is approaching 1000 —
but also those in Australia, in Victoria and certainly in
South Eastern Metropolitan Region who have lost
loved ones or whose families or friends have been
affected as a result.
I understand that something like 3000 buildings have
collapsed, which has affected approximately 18 000 to
25 000 people, and that an economic loss of between
US$555 million and US$2.2 billion will be the
outcome. Clearly there is a very significant injury toll,
which is nearing 4500 people. There will need to be a
huge recovery and rebuilding effort. On behalf of all of
those in South Eastern Metropolitan Region I extend
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our sympathies to our friends in Turkey and to
members of the Turkish community in Melbourne.
Many of us have been invited to share and partake in
the celebration of the Eid-ul-Adha festival, or Kurban
Bayrami festival, later this month. I was born in
Bosnia-Herzegovina and grew up with many Muslim
school friends and so on, and this was an important
festival in which non-Muslims shared. I intend to share
in the celebration and also take the opportunity to
express my sympathy to members of the Turkish
community in South Eastern Metropolitan Region
when I attend the festival of Kurban Bayrami. I
encourage other members of Parliament to do likewise.
Friendships and relationships are forged as a result of
adversity, and this is when we need to express our
sympathy and support for those members of our
communities who come from Turkey and may have
lost family members or friends or had them affected. To
that end I commend the minister and Premier for doing
so.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am at a bit of a loss
to understand which minister that was directed to. As I
understood it, there was no action or matter for
consideration by a minister specifically, which is
outside the forms of the adjournment debate. Time has
expired. I direct the minister not to respond to that,
notwithstanding that it was a very constructive
contribution.
Mr Drum — On a point of order, President, I was
under the impression that under the new standing orders
of this Parliament no action is in fact required in an
adjournment contribution. Could we have some
clarification on that?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum is right; an
action itself is not required, but there are two critical
things about adjournment contributions in this sense.
The first is that they need to be addressed to a minister;
Mrs Peulich’s was not. The second is that they do not
need an action, but they need some sort of statement
that is relevant to the consideration of a minister
performing their duties. I could draw a long bow and
say that a minister might well have given consideration
to attending the event that Mrs Peulich mentioned is
forthcoming, or I could guess that the request was that
we continue doing condolence motions, but I am really
not sure. In this instance I think it was a worthwhile
contribution, but it was not consistent with the
adjournment debate.
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Bacchus Marsh Racecourse and Recreation
Reserve: future
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise in this evening’s adjournment debate is for
the attention of the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, Ryan Smith. I was recently contacted
by a Bacchus Marsh resident, who is one of three
elected community representatives of the Bacchus
Marsh Racecourse and Recreation Reserve committee.
The Bacchus Marsh Racecourse and Recreation
Reserve is a Crown land reserve of around 334 acres
located in Bacchus Marsh. It was originally deeded in
the early 20th century by a local family to be reserved
as an area for a racecourse and other purposes of public
recreation. It was administered by trustees until 1975,
when the deed was cancelled and the land surrendered
to the Crown by the then trustees, one of whom was the
then local state member of Parliament and Liberal
minister Vance Dickie.
The reserve has since been administered by the
Department of Sustainability and Environment through
a committee of management comprised of
representatives of the resident user groups and three
elected community representatives. I am advised that
DSE is intent on appointing Moorabool Shire Council
as the committee of management under the provisions
of the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Can we just clarify
which minister this matter is for?
Ms PULFORD — Minister Smith.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ryan Smith, the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change?
Ms PULFORD — Yes; I said that at the outset.
It appears that this is being done with seemingly undue
haste and with very little or no consultation, especially
in regard to guaranteeing security of tenure for the
current user groups. This matter has created a great deal
of rumour and unease within the Bacchus Marsh
community, and I am advised that members of the
committee of management and members of the user
groups have been approached by many members of the
community who are voicing their concerns.
My request is that the minister provide advice to both
me and the Bacchus Marsh Racecourse and Recreation
Reserve committee about what provisions and actions
are being undertaken by DSE to ensure security of
tenure for the resident user groups before and after the
appointment of the Moorabool Shire Council as the
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committee of management for the Bacchus Marsh
Racecourse and Recreation Reserve, if indeed that is
the outcome of the department’s considerations.

St Kilda Youth Service: training program
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for Minister
Dalla-Riva, who is the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations and the Minister for
Manufacturing, Exports and Trade — an excellent
minister, if I may add. I would like to talk about a
program which is in my electorate and which is also in
the Assembly electorate of Albert Park. The St Kilda
Youth Service has a program called the Hospitality
Employment and Training (HEAT) program, which is
for young people who run the risk of becoming
disadvantaged. These young people are usually
unemployed or vulnerable. It is an excellent, first-rate
program. I am pleased to see that the Baillieu
government and the minister have provided $40 000
over 12 months for the implementation of the
Hospitality Employment and Training program and that
the coalition government has given a $120 000 grant for
15 young people to move into the hospitality industry in
apprenticeships, cooking traineeships and
front-of-house programs. It is really important.
I have been involved with HEAT for some time. There
are a number of local organisations that are particularly
supportive of this program, including the National
Australia Bank; the Prahran police, who are particularly
helpful; and some first-rate, internationally renowned
chefs and restaurateurs, including Guy Grossi, Ian
Curley, Luke Mangan, Andrew Blake, Karen Martini,
Matt Dawson and Arnold Greiner. These young people
go in and get some real learning skills — for example,
they learn to become a barista so they can go out and
pour some of the excellent coffee that we have around
Melbourne. It is a proper lifetime skill. They can go out
into the workforce, and it gives them confidence and
social interaction. It really is an excellent program.
HEAT is located not far from my office in Albert Park.
It is in the Assembly electorate of Albert Park, and the
program is first rate. It needs to be encouraged. It has
been recognised, and I congratulate Minister Dalla-Riva
on recognising the importance of this. The action I seek
is that he continue to support and encourage this vital
program which enables our young people who are at
risk of being disadvantaged and who are vulnerable
members of our community to be given proper skills
with which to engage and embrace the wider
community in our state.
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Schools: maintenance
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Education,
Martin Dixon, regarding the condition of state school
facilities. The minister will know that in 2006 Labor
committed to a $1.9 billion 10-year Victorian schools
plan to renovate or rebuild every state school in
Victoria and that by its 2010 budget Labor had
exceeded by 53 its target to upgrade or rebuild
500 schools. The last Labor budget in 2010 invested
$230.3 million in the Victorian schools plan and added
$104.1 million to boost the commonwealth Building
the Education Revolution funding in Victoria.
Two months after the election Minister Dixon told the
Age that while the coalition was committed to
rebuilding and renovating all schools, he could not give
a guarantee of how much the coalition would be
spending each year and when the program would finish.
However, the coalition’s May budget did in fact invest
$208 million in capital works and an additional
$100 million in the school maintenance fund, which
suggested that the government was, after all, going to
honour its promise to renovate or rebuild all state
schools. I ask the minister whether this $208 million is
for state schools alone or includes non-state schools.
On 3 November the Herald Sun ran an article on the
lack of school maintenance funding headlined
‘Victoria’s state schools left to rot’. On the same day
the minister, with astonishing prescience, issued a
media release on the government’s maintenance
funding program and reiterated the government’s
capital budget commitment. Curiously, the minister
announced that the government would allocate the
$208 million in capital works funding for upgrading
schools in the 2012–13 financial year, but I assume he
was really referring to the current financial year. I ask
him to confirm this.
The 3 November Herald Sun article asserts that
hundreds of state school facilities are in a dangerous
state of disrepair and that in some cases a single
school’s repair bill exceeds the total capital investment
made during Labor’s period in office. I ask the minister
to clarify the relationship between the maintenance
fund for Victorian schools and his government’s
muddled and half-hearted commitment that the
coalition will rebuild or renovate all schools. Common
sense would suggest that a maintenance program would
be aligned with a program to maintain existing facilities
in good working order.
Principals of schools that need renovation, major
upgrades or rebuilding tell me — and I am sure they
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also tell the minister — that it does not make sense to
put money into maintaining a building that is on the list
for fixing up in the near future. If your school were to
be renovated or rebuilt, would you put your
maintenance budget towards the rebuild or making
repairs to buildings that will be torn down within a
short time? I ask the minister to explain what direction
he has given to school principals. Should principals
endeavour to keep all buildings in good order, or is the
advice that they can reasonably let a building go until it
is rebuilt, and does this decision impact on the figures
that are quoted in the Herald Sun article?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate to
Mr Scheffer that I have a concern with his adjournment
item in that I counted, I think, four different questions
for the minister, and the adjournment debate limit is one
question. I am sure the minister will choose. It is a
multiple-choice question. The minister will pick one.

Housing: Princes Hill estate
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Housing,
Ms Lovell. A group of Princes Hill housing estate
residents have approached my colleague, the federal
member for Melbourne, Adam Bandt, and I believe he
has also written to the minister, about a series of
concerns with the current living conditions at Princes
Hill. For several years the residents of Princes Hill
housing estate and the Princes Hill Public Housing
Association have requested that the Office of Housing
attend to the levels of noise in the building. Residents
report that due to the age of the building and the poor
standard of carpets, underlays, insulation, glass and so
forth used in its construction the levels of noise audible
from each apartment is quite disruptive for residents.
Residents, many of whom are elderly, have disturbed
sleep and compromised privacy as a result of the noise
levels that occur between apartments.
We understand that the Office of Housing is currently
undertaking some refurbishment of the apartments, and
this would appear to be an opportune time to invest in
improvements that would reduce noise levels.
Additionally, we understand that residents have sought
an independent audit of asbestos at Princes Hill housing
estate prior to the commencement of major works in
their kitchens. I would appreciate it if the minister could
advise me on measures that will be undertaken by the
Office of Housing to improve living conditions and
reduce noise levels, including information about an
independent audit of asbestos, at the Princes Hill
housing estate.
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Walhalla: vegetation management

Autism: program funding

Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change
in the other house. It concerns Parks Victoria.
Specifically, I wish the minister to direct Parks Victoria
to undertake some extensive maintenance in support of
the Walhalla historic area for which it is responsible.
The Walhalla township, which has a permanent
population of only about 12 people but has many more
that I would describe as weekenders and part-timers, is
a significant focus for tourism. Part of its uniqueness is
that it is one of the heritage centres for Victoria’s
goldfields. It boasts the Walhalla Goldfields Railway.

Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Education. I wish to express
concerns raised with me about the Baillieu
government’s refusal to continue funding the
Innovative Developments in the Education of Children
with Autism (IDEA) program, operating from Moomba
Park Primary School in Fawkner. This program,
launched in 2010 by the Brumby Labor government,
provides inclusive education at Moomba Park Primary
School for children on the autism spectrum and uses a
system of behavioural reinforcement to educate autistic
children.

Surprisingly, the township has never been burnt out by
bushfire, but the surrounding areas have been. The
2009 bushfires affected one of the main tourism assets
of the area, the Walhalla tramway walk, which leads
from the township up the Thomson River valley to
Poverty Point, across a bridge and then back to what is
known as the Thomson railway station. The Walhalla
Goldfields Railway operates between the station and
the township of Walhalla. The track of the tramway
walk is in a poor state. Incredibly, it appears there has
been little or no maintenance on the track since the
Poverty Point bridge was reopened at the end of 2010
after works which had to occur subsequent to the 2009
bushfires.

I have received many emails from concerned local
families who are anxious about the future of this
program. These families have explained to me the
enormous positive impact this program has had on the
educational development of their children. The
member for Thomastown in the Assembly has met
with many of the affected families, and she has been a
terrific advocate for this local school community. The
former Labor government was committed to the
future of the IDEA program and allocated $350 000
to build new state-of-the-art classrooms for these
children. Thankfully, the Baillieu government is
allowing this new building to proceed, but it has not
committed to doing any more. It refuses to fund this
program, no matter how well regarded and successful
it may be. We are aware that the Baillieu government
has already shown its true colours in relation to
education, having slashed $481 million from
education programs — —

I note that Mount Baw Baw, which is the nearest
official weather station, has recorded for the month of
October the highest ever rainfall in the history of the
weather station, which would indicate that a lot of
regrowth is occurring. Because there has been no
maintenance the regrowth is causing pedestrian access
difficulties along the tramway walk. I can testify to that
fact because I have been through there recently, and it is
not just the regrowth that is an impediment; there are
lots of trees across the track.
The tramway walk is essentially a flat, easy grade and
is usually very accessible for families, particularly
family groups with young children. It is a great
experience for those families to go up the tramway
walk and then down to the Thomson station and hop on
the goldfields railway train back to Walhalla. The
problem is that it is basically inaccessible. I ask that the
Minister for the Environment and Climate Change
direct Parks Victoria to undertake some maintenance,
which is sorely overdue, and ensure that that track is
reopened for the tourism industry.

Mr Ondarchie — On a point of order, President, I
remind you of your guidance to members over the last
couple of sitting weeks about the adjournment debate.
On one occasion you reminded me about using the
adjournment debate to simply slam the other party. I
draw your attention to Ms Mikakos’s contribution
today, particularly in light of her most recent comment.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, President,
I am quite disappointed by those remarks because this
adjournment matter is a serious one about a program in
a local school in the electorate represented by both me
and Mr Ondarchie. I would have thought he would
have allowed me to continue to advocate on behalf of
affected parents in relation to this issue. The fact that it
might be critical of the government is entirely
irrelevant. I am raising an issue in which I am calling
on the Minister for Education to take action, and I am
just about to conclude my contribution.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I intend to allow the
member to conclude her contribution. I do not believe
Ms Mikakos’s contribution tonight did attack the
current government. What she was doing was
explaining what the previous government’s provisions
were in respect of this particular program, and she
certainly is entitled to ask the current government to
continue the program or to consider what was in place
before. The context in which she has provided this
material tonight is perfectly in order, and I do not
believe she was attacking anybody at all.
Ms MIKAKOS — The point I was wishing to make
is that this is a very valuable program to families in the
Fawkner area. I have been very impressed by this
program and I would like to see the program extended
to other schools as well. But the point I was making is
that the minister had previously claimed that front-line
services would not be affected by budget cuts, and
unfortunately they have been in relation to this
particular school program. I therefore call on the
Minister for Education to take the necessary steps to
finally support the IDEA program and Moomba Park
Primary School to enable this program to continue.

Duncans Road, Werribee: traffic management
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the Minister for Roads. Yesterday it was
my very pleasant duty to visit the Werribee Open
Range Zoo for the opening of the new gorilla enclosure,
which I have to tell the house is something that has to
be seen to be believed. They have done us all very
proud at the Werribee Open Range Zoo, and I suggest
to members that when they get the opportunity they
should travel down the highway and have a look at that
zoo. There were a large number of people there, and the
singing was led by students from Point Cook College,
who did a wonderful job.
On the way to that zoo I passed the Victoria State Rose
Garden, the National Equestrian Centre and Werribee
Mansion, and I am not the only one to do that on a
regular basis because there are literally thousands and
thousands of people visiting the Werribee tourist
precinct every week. The number visiting the zoo since
the Baillieu government introduced free entry for
children on weekends, public holidays and school
holidays has increased by 38 per cent. At the Werribee
Park Mansion this weekend there will be a concert at
which 15 000 people are expected, and that is a regular
event. Last weekend polo was held in the grounds of
the mansion, which also drew many thousands of
people.
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The bottom line is that the road infrastructure that we
have leading into the Werribee tourism precinct is just
not up to scratch. It was designed to carry trucks for
farmers who were growing vegetables — and of course
there are still a number of those farmers around that
part of the world — but now we see thousands of
people travelling to the Werribee tourism precinct on a
very regular basis. The other part of the road
infrastructure nearby that does not accommodate the
demand for Werribee’s tourism culture is the Duncans
Road interchange, which I have spoken about in this
house previously.
Those coming from Geelong have to go through
Werribee, which is some distance out of their way, to
get to the tourism precinct. Given that this part of
Werribee is a jewel in Victoria’s crown, the road
infrastructure is just not good enough. It really is
something that has to be seen to be believed. I always
get quite a thrill when I go there. It is a joy to visit that
part of the world and to see so many people coming
from various parts of not only Victoria but also
Australia and overseas. Therefore I ask the minister to
include this extraordinarily important road
improvement program on his priority list for urgent
works when it next comes up for consideration.

Bushfires: native vegetation clearance
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, who is also the
Minister for Bushfire Response. The matter concerns an
election commitment made by his government
concerning the 10/30 right and the clearing of
vegetation near homes and buildings. Within the
municipality of Knox the areas of Ferntree Gully,
Boronia, the Basin and Lysterfield are excluded from
the rule, but there was a commitment from the Baillieu
government that there would be a review of the 10/30
right for those areas which are currently excluded, and
that that review would be done before the 2011–12
bushfire season, which I believe is upon us as we speak.
There has been no evidence of this particular review. I
will read from a pre-election press release from the
member for Ferntree Gully, which states:
It makes sense to review the … current application of the
‘10/30 right’, which quite obviously puts local residents in
danger —

each fire season, and also puts —
their homes in the firing line.

Considering the extreme nature of the wording of that
press release, the action I seek from the minister is that
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he respond to me and the people of Knox and tell us if
this review is going to happen and why it has not
happened before the bushfire season. If the review is
not going to go ahead, I ask the minister to explain the
reason to the people of Knox and me.

Geelong Manufacturing Council: initiatives
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My matter is for
the attention of the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports
and Trade and relates to the recent launch of a new
$800 000 industry partnership program designed to
boost manufacturing jobs in the Geelong region and
support long-term growth of local manufacturing. This
launch demonstrates that the coalition government is
delivering on its election commitment to establish a
new industry innovation program, led by the Geelong
Manufacturing Council in partnership with Deakin
University, to grow Geelong’s export competitiveness
by supporting local businesses to innovate and promote
skills development in the manufacturing sector. By
bringing together the leadership, experience and skills
of government, business and Deakin University this
program will strengthen Geelong’s reputation as a hub
of manufacturing excellence.
Geelong manufacturers have long proven they are
reliable producers and exporters of world-standard,
high-quality products that have been developed through
local research and innovation. The appointment of an
industry innovation manager means that the Geelong
Manufacturing Council can link manufacturing
companies to a range of leading research institutions
located at the Geelong technology precinct at Deakin
University. This new partnership will support local
firms in becoming more globally competitive and to
innovate, engage with researchers and boost
manufacturing jobs in the Geelong region.
CFusion, trading as Carbon Revolution, is one such
company in partnership with Deakin University. This
company has developed and produced the world’s first
one-piece carbon fibre composite wheel for use in the
aerospace and automotive industries. The wheel offers
huge weight savings and will significantly improve fuel
efficiency and performance. It is lighter, stronger and
ultimately safer than the alloy wheels currently used.
Carbon Revolution is now collaborating directly with
some of the world’s largest and most sophisticated
vehicle manufacturers in Europe to bring this
technology to the market in commercial volumes. The
company is creating a completely new industry around
car manufacturing in Australia. There is immense
export potential in Europe, China, India and even the
USA. In the short term this new technology has the
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ability to create at least 200 jobs and significantly many
more in the future. The first major production facility is
now under development and will be operating by early
2013 with an initial capacity of 250 000 units per year,
representing some 60 000 cars. This is equivalent to the
annual capacity of a major car manufacturer in
Australia.
For this new industry to succeed and remain in
Victoria, it needs initial support, both from private
enterprise and government, to get off the ground. My
request to the minister is that he ensure that all avenues
of support are explored so this unique enterprise can be
established and it can thrive in Australia, hopefully in
Geelong.

Responses
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Mr Lenders
raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Water regarding Benjeroop, the progress reports and
issues surrounding it, and also actions to seek
discussions across the border. I will refer that matter to
the minister.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter which I note.
Ms Pulford raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change
regarding Bacchus Marsh and requested that
information be provided to a community organisation. I
will refer that to the minister.
Mr Scheffer raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education regarding school maintenance.
Mr Scheffer is seeking answers to a range of questions,
and I am sure the minister will provide answers, but I
note there have been 11 years of neglect. Amazingly he
referred to the Herald Sun, which he has probably
never read. I will refer Mr Scheffer’s request to the
Minister for Education.
Mr Barber raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing regarding Princes Hill and noise
issues. He referred to the fact that the Office of Housing
is doing some work in that area and asked that it
provide a report on the issues of noise and asbestos. I
will refer that to the minister for her attention.
Mr Philip Davis raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change
regarding Parks Victoria, Walhalla and the railway
station, the tourism industry and the issue of growth and
accessibility of tracks. I will refer that to the minister
for his attention.
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Ms Mikakos raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education regarding the Innovative
Developments in the Education of Children with
Autism program, autism and seeking that he take the
necessary steps regarding Moomba Park Primary
School. I will refer that matter to the minister.
Mr Finn raised a matter for the Minister for Roads in
relation to the opportunities that are available to people
to travel to see the gorillas at the Werribee Open Range
Zoo and to visit Werribee Park mansion and other
areas. He was looking for advice in terms of the
minister’s response to the Werribee Road precinct and
any road improvement programs that may be of value
to the community and visitors to that wonderful area.
Mr Leane raised a matter for the Minister for Bushfire
Response, Mr Ryan. He was seeking a review of the
10/30 rule in relation to the clearing of vegetation in the
Knox area. He wanted to be advised as well as the
people of Knox. I will refer that matter to the minister
for his attention.
Mrs Coote raised a matter for me as Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations regarding a
St Kilda Youth Service program — the Hospitality,
Employment and Training program, or HEAT, as
Mrs Coote rightly pointed out. This program provides
opportunities for disadvantaged youth in our
community to work with private entities as a
sustainable employment option. Mrs Coote raised the
issue of $125 000 and an additional $40 000 being
provided.
I might say I was very happy that the Minister for
Youth Affairs, Ryan Smith, and I attended a fundraiser
recently and served the guests at that function together
with the young people who had been trained in the
hospitality industry under Guy Grossi and others, as
Mrs Coote outlined, which included renowned chefs
Ian Curley, Luke Mangan, Andrew Blake, Karen
Martini, Matt Dawson and Arnold Greiner. It was a
wonderful opportunity to see our young people learning
a skill and a trade that has been provided through the
efforts of this government, and I will take on board
Mrs Coote’s advice in terms of continuing to support
this great program and similar programs under my
portfolio responsibilities. It is a great outcome in an
area where we need more skilled people.
Mr Koch raised a matter for me in my role as Minister
for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade. He talked about
the opportunities and the election commitment we have
delivered on. I thank the member for again reminding
the people of Victoria that we are delivering on our
election commitments, and this was a further
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demonstration. Last week I had the opportunity to
present, with Deakin University and the business
community, the $800 000 industry participation
partnership program. This funding was for the
allocation, as Mr Koch rightly pointed out, of an
industry innovation manager. That person is now
working with the Geelong Manufacturing Council and
at the Geelong technology precinct at Deakin
University on engaging firms.
I note Mr Koch raised the issue of the company
CFusion, trading as Carbon Revolution, looking for
opportunities. He requested that all avenues of
opportunity be explored. I say to Mr Koch that this
government is very serious about carbon fibre. We see
great opportunities for carbon fibre, not only in the
Geelong region. We would like to see manufacturing
excellence in carbon fibre in that region. Moreover,
there are great opportunities for all industries to be
involved in the automotive, aerospace and rail
industries as well as in the military and defence areas.
The list goes on.
As Mr Koch rightly pointed out, the Carbon Revolution
product is essentially a lightweight carbon wheel. It is a
unique patented development. It is basically a mag
wheel that is about half the weight of a normal alloy
wheel. I know that Carbon Revolution already has
orders with Ferrari, Porsche and others, as Mr Koch has
rightly pointed out. However, the opportunity is there to
have a carbon centre of excellence in Victoria, and that
opportunity is not going to be wasted by this
government. We are certainly doing all we can to
provide opportunities for Geelong, for Victoria and for
manufacturers to be heavily involved, and as Mr Koch
has again rightly pointed out, it is important to deliver
that export capability to the people of Victoria. I
congratulate Mr Koch for raising this matter, and we
will certainly take that on board as a clear commitment
by this government.
I have 11 written responses to adjournment matters that
were raised by Mr Lenders on 15 June, Mr Finn on
16 June, Ms Broad on 28 and 30 June, Mr Somyurek
and Mr Tee on 17 August, Mr Barber on 30 August,
Mr Drum on 1 September, Mr Jennings on
14 September and Mr Pakula and Mr Somyurek on
11 and 13 October respectively.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 11.06 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. B. N. Atkinson) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

PARLIAMENTARY LIBRARY:
160TH ANNIVERSARY
The PRESIDENT — Order! I would like to
acknowledge the staff of the library and Hansard, some
of whom are in the gallery today at my request. I asked
that they come into the chamber today because on
14 November, next week, the library will celebrate
160 years, which is a remarkable milestone. The library
was established by the first Legislative Council on
14 November 1851. It was the second library to be
established in Victoria. The Melbourne Athenaeum
library, which still exists today, was the first.
The library has served 1669 members of 58 Victorian
parliaments and has had four homes. The first one was
at St Patrick’s hall from 1851 to 1856, the second, from
1856 to 1861, was in a wooden corridor joining the two
chambers. The current suite of rooms between the two
chambers was constructed from 1858 to 1860 and
occupied from 1861 to 1901 and then again from 1927
to the present, recognising that period when the federal
Parliament sat here, and we obviously did not let them
at our books. The Royal Exhibition Building
accommodated the library during the commonwealth
Parliament’s occupation of our building.
What is also of great interest to us and a matter of some
pride is that our parliamentary library was the
birthplace of the National Library of Australia. The
members reading room in the north library has long
been a place of retreat for members. It was designated a
smoking room in 1861 — which was quite some time
before Damian Drum got here and later mounted his
worthwhile campaign against smoking — until
smoking was prohibited in the library as early as 1886.
The Library Committee was administered by five
members of the Legislative Council from 1851 to 1856
and an additional five members of the Legislative
Assembly from 1856 until 2004. In the first 10 years
some ₤18 900 in funding was allocated, which in
today’s money would be around $1 million,
representing about 40 per cent of the then Parliament’s
budget. It established one of the finest 19th century
collections in the Australian colonies.
Members may be aware that the historic collection
includes such rare items as: Victoria’s first newspaper,
which was John Pascoe Fawkner’s handwritten
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Melbourne Advertiser; William Strutt’s Victoria the
Golden — Scenes, Sketches and Jottings from Nature;
Gould’s The Birds of Australia; Raffaello Carboni’s
eyewitness account, The Eureka Stockade. The library
has approximately 60 000 books, 20 000 of them
available for loan; annual reports for more than
1200 government agencies, past and present; millions
of newspaper and journal articles; and every edition of
the Age published since 1854. The library also took a
lead role in the introduction of computerisation to the
Parliament in the 1980s and was the first department to
have personal computers.
It is appropriate on this 160th anniversary to note those
significant achievements, and there have no doubt been
many other milestones which we might well have
discussed this morning. I extend congratulations on this
milestone to the head librarian and department head,
Marion King, and all the staff of the parliamentary
library and Hansard.

PETITIONS
Following petition presented to house:

Footscray City Primary School: curriculums
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council:
1.

Footscray City Primary School (FCPS) is the only
school in the western metropolitan region of Victoria
that offers a dual curriculum, delivering a choice of
mainstream and Steiner curricula.

2.

We are shocked and disagree with the decision of the
western metropolitan region of the department of
education announced on 26 October 2011 (eight weeks
prior to end of school term) by letter, to cease the Steiner
stream upon completion of the 2011 school year.

3.

This devastating decision has been made without
community consultation. The region’s explanation for
closing the Steiner stream is that efforts over the past
10 years to build a harmonious relationship between the
Steiner stream and main stream have been unsuccessful.
This reason is not aligned with our perception and
experience of a tight-knit, enthusiastic and caring school
community.

4.

The 280 students currently enrolled at FCPS now have
an uncertain future for their primary education.

5.

This leaves all children at our school with uncertainty
and anxiety.

6.

This leaves all children and their parents who have
enrolled at 2012 and already undertaken orientation with
uncertainty and anxiety.
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The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria:
1.

Takes all necessary steps to ensure that FCPS continues
as a dual-stream school in 2012 and beyond.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(557 signatures).
Laid on table.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Victorian Auditor-General’s Office:
independent financial auditor
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) presented report,
including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In so doing I will make some remarks. Firstly, this is an
unusual report, and to the best of my knowledge the
report has not been requisite before because the
circumstances have not previously arisen. I will go to
that briefly. The purpose of the report by PAEC (Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee) is to brief
Parliament in detail in relation to a written request by
Mr Peter Sexton, which is appended at appendix 1.
Mr Sexton is Parliament’s appointed financial auditor
of the Victorian Auditor-General’s Office (VAGO),
and he has requested that his services be terminated
before the contracted expiry date of 8 April 2013.
PAEC wishes to outline the circumstances underlying
Mr Sexton’s request and PAEC’s findings in relation to
the relevance and application of a revised code of ethics
for professional accountants — that is, APES 110
issued by the Accounting Professional and Ethical
Standards Board, effective from 1 July 2011. From the
outset PAEC makes it clear that the financial auditor,
Mr Sexton, properly alerted PAEC and the Parliament
in a timely manner of a potential conflict of interest as
required in the contract for services and has not
contravened any of those contractual obligations.
PAEC wishes to notify Parliament that this report does
not imply that Mr Sexton has acted in any way so as to
impair his professional independence in relation to any
audits of VAGO that he has completed for the
Parliament.
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The Audit Act 1994 requires that an independent
financial auditor be appointed for a period of three
years to conduct financial audits for the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office. Under the act, PAEC is
responsible for recommending to both houses of
Parliament the appointment of a suitably qualified
person to undertake the financial audit. On the basis of
a PAEC recommendation, resolutions moved on 6 May
2010 in the Legislative Council and Legislative
Assembly were agreed to, and thereby followed the
execution of the contract for services by Parliament’s
then presiding officers and Mr Sexton. Mr Sexton was
appointed as Parliament’s independent financial auditor
of VAGO, pursuant to section 17 of the Audit Act
1994. The contract for services and the terms and
conditions of a person appointed by the Parliament of
Victoria pursuant to section 17 of the audit act is also
appended at appendix 2 in the report.
Under the terms of his contract with Parliament,
Mr Sexton has completed the financial audits of VAGO
for the financial years ending 30 June 2010 and 30 June
2011. Mr Sexton’s formal request for termination of
services, which is attached at appendix 1, was received
by PAEC on 30 September 2011; therefore it relates to
the one remaining financial audit under his contract, the
audit of VAGO for the financial year ending 30 June
2012. Following receipt of Mr Sexton’s letter, PAEC
determined to assess the implications of the revised
code of ethics embodied in APES 110.
Given the pronouncement and application of the
revisions of the standard effective from 1 July 2011, the
committee considers that Mr Sexton’s request for
termination of services is warranted under clause
18(b)(vi) of the contract for services between
Parliament and Mr Sexton. PAEC wishes to emphasise
in this matter that the financial auditor has properly
alerted PAEC and the Parliament to this potential
conflict of interest as required in the contract for
services, and as such Mr Sexton has not contravened
any contractual obligations.
Following the termination of Mr Sexton — that is, the
termination of Mr Sexton’s contract at least — PAEC
will develop a new tender for limited invitation by
appropriate accounting firms in accordance with the
Parliament’s presiding officers’ expenditure approval
guidelines. There is one substantive recommendation,
which in essence requests that Parliament agree to the
termination of the services of Mr Peter Sexton.
I wish to thank the committee members for their
cooperation and particularly recognise the work of the
secretariat, especially the executive officer, Valerie
Cheong.
Motion agreed to.
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PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Reports on —
Annual Financial Report of the State of Victoria,
2010–11, November 2011.
Public Hospitals: Results of the 2010–11 Audits,
November 2011.
Water Entities: Results of the 2010–11 Audits,
November 2011.
Special Investigations Monitor’s Office — Report for the
period 1 January to 30 June 2011, pursuant to section 30Q of
the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Frankston Community Support and
Information Centre
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On 24 October I had the pleasure of attending the
annual general meeting of the Frankston Community
Support and Information Centre. The centre plays a
vital role in delivering services based on social justice
to the Frankston community. It is an important resource
for many people experiencing hardship or seeking
advice, temporary help or assistance. Between July
2010 and June 2011 the centre received
11 298 inquiries and conducted 4858 face-to-face
interviews and 2422 telephone interviews. Half of the
inquiries related to emergency aid.
In the last financial year the centre provided emergency
funds and material to 5188 clients, distributing almost
$400 000. This relief was distributed as food, food
vouchers, gas, petrol and financial aid. The willingness
of the management of the centre to listen to staff and
volunteers and to change its activities and processes to
improve the outcomes for clients is impressive. What
resulted from its Reshaping the Future forum in June
2010 was a significant shift to being able to address the
financial issues of its clients, rather than topping up
incomes.
In addition to the devoted professionals employed by
the service, the centre is staffed by a number of
dedicated volunteers who undertake an extensive
training program and have volunteered an impressive
13 151 hours for the centre. I think the annual report
says it best when it states, ‘The value of volunteers is
immense and irreplaceable’. I would like to thank the
chair, John Tame, OAM, JP, who is a recent recipient
of the Medal of the Order of Australia, and the board
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for inviting me to this event. I wish the centre all the
best in its relocation next year to a purpose-built facility
in Lewis Street and a continuation of its work
supporting the community.

Women: suffrage centenary
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
Next Wednesday, 16 November, marks the centenary
of the first time women were able to exercise their right
to vote in a Victorian election. Whilst the Adult
Suffrage Bill that enshrined the right of women to vote
was passed in the Legislative Assembly on 20 October
1908 and the Legislative Council on 18 November
1908, Victorian women had to wait a further three years
until 16 November 1911 before they could exercise that
right and cast a vote in a state election. But women
would have to wait a further 13 years, until 12 May
1924, before they were granted the right to stand as
candidates in a Victorian election.
I am proud that the first woman elected to the Victorian
Parliament, Lady Millie Peacock, was a member of the
United Australia Party, one of the founding parties of
the Liberal Party. I am also proud that it was Sir Robert
Menzies, the founder of the Liberal Party, who
encouraged Millie Peacock to stand in the Allandale
by-election following the death of her husband,
Sir Alexander Peacock.
Sir Robert Menzies was certainly a man ahead of his
time. Not only did he recognise the contribution women
could make in Parliament, he also recognised the
important role women could play in the administration
of a political party. When forming the Liberal Party in
1944, Sir Robert was to accept the support of the
Australian Women’s National League, headed by the
formidable Elizabeth Couchman, who negotiated the
league’s support in return for equal representation for
women at all levels within the Liberal Party’s structure.
Liberal women are proud that for the past 67 years we
have enjoyed equal representation within our party —
something the women of the Labor Party will never
achieve.

Victorian certificate of applied learning:
funding
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I have
previously spoken of my concern about how the
$12 million funding cuts to the Victorian certificate of
applied learning (VCAL) program would impact on
schools and families across the region. Sadly, those
fears have become a reality. I wish to commend my
colleagues in the other place, the Leader of the
Opposition, Daniel Andrews, and the member for
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Keilor, Natalie Hutchins, who recently visited
Sydenham’s Catholic Regional College in my
electorate to see firsthand the damage that these funding
cuts will cause.
This government came into power with a promise to
‘fix the problems and build the future’. How are we
expected to build the future if we are cutting vital
funding in education? Even Brian Welch, the executive
director of the Master Builders Association, has warned
of the impact these funding cuts will have on industries
and businesses in Victoria. How much more convincing
does this government need? Or is it simply a
government that passes bad laws to save face? I
challenge those on the other side of this chamber to
visit schools, consult with parents, hear our students
who study VCAL and then make a decision on whether
they should proceed with the funding cuts. It is time
this government started to listen.

State Emergency Service: volunteers
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise this morning to pay tribute to the Victorian State
Emergency Service, VICSES. It is a day to wear
orange. VICSES is a volunteer-based organisation
which responds to emergencies and works to ensure the
safe passage of communities right across Victoria. It is
the lead agency to respond to floods, storms and
earthquakes, and it operates the largest network of
rescue vehicles in Australia. Members of the SES are
the people who turn up to road accidents; they are the
people who turn up to help us out. Even this afternoon
the Bureau of Meteorology is predicting that there will
be severe thunderstorms and flooding across Victoria,
and it will be SES volunteers who leave their
workplaces and homes to help us out.
Established in 1975, there are now more than
5500 Victorian SES volunteers. There are
148 volunteer units, 72 permanent staff, 8 regional
offices and 101 units accredited just for road rescue.
The Victorian SES is one of the largest single-agency
accredited providers of road accident services in the
world. SES units attend about 1200 road accidents
every year. The SES operates a number of programs to
help Victorians on their journeys, including Driver
Reviver, formerly known as Operation Coffee Break.
Over 350 000 hours are contributed by Victorian SES
volunteers.
I commend those SES members in Broadmeadows and
Whittlesea, particularly SES controller Glen Chambers,
who does a marvellous job in protecting everybody in
my region.
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Children: Take a Break program
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — Recently I
received correspondence from the Deans Marsh
Community Cottage raising serious concerns about its
occasional child-care service, which is currently
operating under the Take a Break program, as well as
the job security of its two child-care workers. The
Baillieu government’s decision to cut funding for this
vital service will force the Deans Marsh Community
Cottage to increase fees for the service by 25 per cent
next year, causing the service to potentially lose some
children as it becomes increasingly unaffordable.
Occasional child care is very important for young
families, particularly those living in rural areas. As well
as giving parents the opportunity to attend
appointments, access educational opportunities and
participate in recreational activities, many parents use
the service so they can undertake part-time work to
support their families. The correspondence I received
from Deans Marsh Community Cottage states:
Being a rural community, many mothers … use the time their
child is in care to assist their husbands with farm work or
complete other tasks too difficult or dangerous to do with
their children present.

The Deans Marsh occasional child-care service, as well
as other services provided by community houses along
the Surf Coast and hinterland, are the only services
available in these small communities. If these services
close, parents will have absolutely no child-care options
that are close by. The value and importance of
occasional child-care services, particularly in rural and
regional communities such as Deans Marsh, cannot be
overstated. I urge this government to reinstate full
funding for the Take a Break program.

Kokoda Track Memorial Walk: upgrade
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Last week
I was pleased to join the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, Mr Ryan Smith, the Treasurer,
Mr Wells, and the member for Ferntree Gully in the
other place, Mr Wakeling, at the Thousand Steps in
Upper Ferntree Gully to celebrate the government’s
commitment of $1 million to improve the Kokoda
Track memorial.
As members would be aware, the Thousand Steps is a
very popular attraction for people looking to get fit and
enjoy the Dandenongs, but it is in need of an upgrade
and refurbishment. The government is taking the
opportunity to upgrade and refurbish the Thousand
Steps as well as enhance the acknowledgement of our
veterans who served on the Kokoda Track. Along with
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my parliamentary colleagues I was pleased to join with
members and veterans of the 39th battalion, the 2/16th
battalion and the 2/14th battalion.

successfully at the recent Solar Car Challenge in
Wodonga can be continued, not only at this event but at
many like it across communities in Victoria.

The upgrade will be completed in time for the
70th anniversary of Kokoda Day in August next year. It
is a very exciting project that will benefit the users of
that area as well as being a suitable acknowledgement
of our veterans who fought so valiantly on the Kokoda
Track and in Papua New Guinea.

Tourism: Corroboree 2011 — The Americas

Statements interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I take this opportunity
to acknowledge in the gallery a former member of the
house, the Honourable Gerald Ashman, who is a former
member for Boronia Province and subsequently for
Koonung Province. He and I shared Koonung Province
as members representing the eastern suburbs.
Welcome.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Statements resumed.

Victorian certificate of applied learning:
funding
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — On Friday,
29 October, I had the pleasure of attending the 2010
Solar Car Challenge race day at Wilson’s Transformer
Park in Wodonga. As well as support from the Wilson
Transformer Company, the event was well supported
by many local businesses and well publicised by River
105.7 FM, Albury. The race was the culmination of
16 weeks of effort which saw the student teams work
with their industry partners to design, develop and
construct their model solar car.
Many of the schools that participated offer VCAL
(Victorian certificate of applied learning) programs, and
many of the students are VCAL students. All of the
participants in the Solar Car Challenge, from schools
and the Australian Industry Group to businesses and the
wider community, get the importance of VCAL. The
only people who do not get the importance of VCAL
and the coordination of VCAL placements between
businesses and schools seem to be members of the
Baillieu-Ryan government. Accordingly, I call on the
Baillieu-Ryan government to reinstate the $48 million
that has been cut to coordination for the VCAL
program so that the work of all of the partners and
schools that was exhibited for everyone to see so

Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — Tourism
Australia and Tourism Victoria do much to support
Victoria’s very important tourism industry. The sector
contributes more than $15.2 billion to the Victorian
economy each year, with an estimated 193 000-plus
workforce. The Baillieu government is committed to
providing ongoing support to this vital sector within
both metropolitan Melbourne and regional Victoria.
Last week I had the pleasure of representing the
Minister for Tourism and Major Events, Louise Asher,
at a dinner and awards ceremony known as the Opal
Awards, which was held at the conclusion of the
Corroboree 2011 — The Americas program.
Corroboree 2011 — The Americas is a tourism trade
event hosted by Tourism Australia each year. Tourism
Victoria won the right to host the event this year, which
was attended by well over 300 delegates from North
and South America, almost half of whom were
first-time visitors to Australia.
The program showcased regional tourist icons such as
the Great Ocean Road, the Yarra Valley and Phillip
Island as well as all that the Spring Racing Carnival has
to offer, including the Melbourne Cup. The program
provides travel agents with the skills and knowledge to
sell Australia more effectively within their markets and
has won awards for the best training programs in the
USA, UK and Asia. The Corroboree workshop was
undoubtedly a huge success despite the unfortunate
coincidence of the Qantas dispute and the failure of the
federal government in the lead-up to the action taken by
Qantas management on Saturday, 29 October, to
intervene and take action under Fair Work Australia, as
requested by the Victorian Premier.

Clean energy future: legislation
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Tuesday, 8 November, was a historic day which saw
the passage of the clean energy future package of bills
in the Australian Senate. I congratulate the multiparty
climate change committee consisting of the Prime
Minister, Julia Gillard; the Minister for Climate Change
and Energy Efficiency, Greg Combet; Independents
Tony Windsor and Rob Oakeshott; and my colleagues
Adam Bandt and Christine Milne on the work they
have done over the last 12 months leading up to this
day.
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Bob Brown said the passage of the clean energy future
bill was ‘a green-letter day that will echo down the
ages’. Yesterday he was also quoted as saying:
People 50 years, or 500 years, from now will thank us for
this …
This is a vote for Australian householders, economic planners
and ecologically sound business, as well as the Great Barrier
Reef, Ningaloo, the Murray-Darling Basin and
700 000 property owners on our coastal margins.

On the passage of the bill, Greens Senator Christine
Milne said:
Today we celebrate a huge achievement, with the passage of
the clean energy future legislation that finally puts a price on
pollution and gets us ready for historical investments in clean,
renewable energy, energy efficiency and protection of
landscape carbon.
…
The single most important innovation in the clean energy
future package is the process for setting targets for the
emissions trading scheme that starts in 2015. Inspired by the
British system, we will have five-year rolling carbon budgets,
updated each year for the following five-year period.

Congratulations to the multiparty climate change
committee on the passing of the clean energy future
bills.

Terang and District Community Wellbeing
Hub
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — Last Friday,
4 November, I had the honour of opening the Terang
and District Community Wellbeing Hub on behalf of
the Deputy Premier, the Honourable Peter Ryan. The
community wellbeing hub will provide over
14 000 people living in the broader Terang region with
important new ways to improve their health and
wellbeing. The Victorian government contributed
$230 000 to the hub through the Victorian community
support grants program, but most importantly the
community itself raised $220 000 and $70 000 came
from the Helen Macpherson Smith Trust.
The hub will be used by service clubs, sporting and
community organisations, local council, and State
Emergency Service and ambulance services for a wide
range of purposes, including social, learning,
recreational and cultural activities. I was pleased to be
accompanied by Cr Chris O’Connor and the important
local residents who have worked hard on the project,
particularly Richard Wearmouth and Kerrin McKenzie,
as well as Ian Blackburn, who has contributed to
Terang over many years by being closely connected
with the sports stadium adjacent to the hub.
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Regional Victoria Living Expo
Mr O’BRIEN — I saw Cr O’Connor and many
other councillors this morning at the launch by the
Deputy Premier, Mr Ryan, and the Minister for Ports,
Dr Napthine, of the 2012 Regional Victoria Living
Expo, which will be held from 27 to 29 April 2012 at
the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre,
otherwise known as Jeff’s Shed. It will be a terrific
showcase of the benefits of regional Victoria. All 48 of
Victoria’s regional and rural councils will participate,
and I encourage all members to promote the benefits of
regional areas and get along to this wonderful expo next
year.

Remembrance Day
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Last
Sunday I had the great pleasure of attending a
ceremony at the Caulfield RSL together with my
colleagues David Southwick, the member for Caulfield
in another place; Elizabeth Miller, the member for
Bentleigh in another place; and John Lenders, a
member for Southern Metropolitan Region. It was a
meaningful celebration and remembrance ceremony.
The interesting part about this ceremony, which is held
each year, is that it is done in conjunction with the
Royal New Zealand Returned and Services
Association. The New Zealand anthem was played, as
was ours, and there was a recognition of the
collaborative approach of the Australian and New
Zealand forces in both world wars. It was a very
poignant day.
There was also an opportunity to have a look at the
Caulfield RSL. The Caulfield RSL was started
essentially because of the needs of patients at the
Caulfield Hospital. After the First World War the
manor house was bought and turned into the
11th Australian General Hospital, which was
administered by the army. The purpose was to look
after convalescing cases, when they had been
hospitalised overseas. People who were damaged used
the RSL. It was an outlet for them and an escape from
their hospital wards. They had a very long bar — in fact
it was called, not surprisingly, the Long Bar — and
every night it was pandemonium. However, because the
police were also members of the RSL, no prosecutions
ever took place.

Jacob Hoskin
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I was delighted to read in the ‘Epicure’
section of yesterday’s Age that Jacob Hoskin, a
first-year apprentice chef, was named the nation’s best
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apprentice chef at the Australian Culinary Federation’s
competition last week. He was judged to be the best of
4600 apprentices. My pleasure in this announcement
was heightened by the fact that Jacob is a first-year
apprentice chef at Neilsons restaurant in Traralgon.
Neilsons restaurant is one of the very fine restaurants
and dining places we have in the Gippsland region, and
I recommend it to any members who may be visiting
Traralgon. It is located at 13 Seymour Street. I
particularly give credit to the owners, Lewis and
Rebecca Prince, and acknowledge their commitment to
training young people in hospitality and culinary skills.
The announcement reminded me of the fact that we
have many fine, talented young people in country
Victoria. All five of the Victorian representatives who
represented Australia at the WorldSkills championships
recently held in London were from regional Victoria —
three from the west and two from Gippsland. I
congratulate Jacob on winning his award and
acknowledge that he is one of the many fine young
apprentices we have in regional Victoria.

Australian Overseas Foundation: awards
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On a similar theme I commend the vision and the
program of the Australian Overseas Foundation (AOF).
I had the pleasure of attending its 55th presentation of
awards and was amazed at the quality of talent that is
coming through that program and the contribution it has
made over its 50 years of history, having been formed
in 1956 as the Victorian Overseas Foundation before it
went national. The AOF provides scholarships to travel
and work overseas for Australians aged between 21 and
31 who have completed a trade apprenticeship or
vocational traineeship to certificate III. Its goal is to
identify outstanding young vocationally trained
Australians, and I had the pleasure of representing the
minister recently at the Victorian Automobile Chamber
of Commerce headquarters in St Kilda Road,
Melbourne, which hosted the event. It was obviously
presided over by the AOF.
In particular I would like to commend the chair, Tom
Thorpe, as well as all the board members and Mr John
Bieske, the chief executive officer. I was amazed at the
talent of five of the best of the best, including Jason
Bryan, a systems electrician who was the recipient of
Australian government Department of Education
employment and workplace training support; Natasha
D’Allura, a hairstylist; Daniel Oswin, a turf manager;
Patrick Pigott, an electrician; and Audrey Toth, a
gemstone setter and this year’s scholarship winner. The
AOF’s 50-year history is a very proud one,
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demonstrating support for 300 scholarship award
winners over that period of time. Well done!

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Tuesday,
8 November 2011, will long be remembered as a very
dark day in Australian parliamentary history. Yesterday
the Parliament of Australia legislated a prime
ministerial lie. The carbon tax Julia Gillard promised
solemnly we would never have under a government she
leads is now heading to Yarralumla for royal assent.
The Australian people have been betrayed, and all we
see from the Labor-Greens coalition government in
Canberra is backslapping and knowing smirks. In fact
they should all hang their heads in shame. If you listen
to those in Canberra, the working families we heard so
much about just a few short years ago apparently no
longer matter. The economic conservatism we heard
about from knifed ex-Prime Minister Kevin Rudd is no
more. Australia is doomed to the excesses of the
world’s biggest carbon tax, and it is interesting to note
that China is introducing a carbon tax at $1.28 per
tonne. What a joke!
Never has any government attacked the welfare of the
Australian people in such a way for pure political
benefit. It is shameful, but it seems there is no shame in
Canberra. The Australian people will suffer as a result
of this insidious tax but maybe not as much as the
Gillard-Brown government will whenever it has the
gall to call an election and give in to the will of the
people. The only bright spot will be the election of the
Abbott government at that election, which will repeal
the carbon tax. I join millions of Australians in saying,
‘Bring it on’.

NURSES: ENTERPRISE BARGAINING
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house condemns the Minister for Health for his
secret plan to —
(1) cut nurse numbers;
(2) replace nurses with low-skilled nurse assistants; and
(3) reduce nurse-to-patient ratios;
and for his premeditated plan to force nurses into arbitration
by failing to negotiate in good faith.

I do so not necessarily with a sense of bloodlust to
condemn the minister, who by a number of measures
has probably not had a great first year in being in a very
challenging portfolio. In many regards the outcome of
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this motion before the house today can play a
supportive role in maybe conveying some of the
concerns that I, other members of the opposition and
some community members might have in the context of
the nurses enterprise bargaining arrangement, about
which concern is certainly being voiced by nurses
today. If the minister is responsive to those concerns
and is seen to reintroduce good-faith bargaining that
leads to a spirit of conciliation and negotiation which
successfully resolves the nurses dispute, then I will be
very happy, regardless of whether this motion is
accepted by the chamber or not.
It is my expectation that this motion to condemn the
minister will not be successful today because the
government will apply its numbers to protect its
minister, as you would expect it to do. But if throughout
the debate, the issues that have been raised and the
concerns I will voice on behalf of the Victorian
community the minister can rise above the conflict
between us and respond appropriately to these issues,
then I will have some regard to and recognition of that
in subsequent days.
While that is my hope, it is not necessarily my
expectation. My expectation comes from the issues I
have continually raised on behalf of the Victorian
community this year in relation to some of the poor
implementation decisions, the tardiness of action and
the malaise that is permeating the health system in
Victoria at this moment. I and other members of the
community have reason to be concerned about the
ability of the minister to bring these elements together
in a way that brings confidence to the health system.
Rather we are encouraged to have some profound
concerns about the administration of the health
portfolio.
I will briefly run through some of the issues that have
been features of concern before I specifically
concentrate on the nurses dispute that is currently
occurring. If one were to plot the announcements,
decisions and actions of the government, in particular
those of the Minister for Health, during the course of
the year, then members of the Victorian community
would be amazed by some of the jarring decisions that
have been made, the blind spots in priority that have not
been addressed by the minister and a number of the
ongoing concerns in the health portfolio.
Probably the first and most noticeable issue to gain
prominence in the community earlier in the year was
the recalcitrance and reluctance of the government to
fund the completion of the Olivia Newton-John Cancer
and Wellness Centre at the Austin Hospital. The
community was flabbergasted for what seemed to be
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months by the intransigence of the government about
whether it would accept its responsibility to complete
that project, which was commenced and committed to
by the Labor government.
The $45 million election commitment by the outgoing
Labor government to complete this project was ignored
by the incoming government. Even though the budget
forward estimates that were left by the outgoing Labor
government clearly accounted for that $45 million, the
incoming government refused to accept that the money
was available and was to be used for that purpose. For
some reason, which is very obscure, the government
tried to deny responsibility for completing the project.
That issue was very prominent in the minds of the
community. Eventually, not long before the May
budget, the government capitulated to the clear
backlash in the community and agreed to complete the
project.
In recent times we have seen the government very
happy to take almost full credit for the completion of a
number of Labor projects, including the Warrnambool
hospital and most recently the Royal Children’s
Hospital. The current government is very happy to take
prominence at events opening those major
developments and be very enthusiastic about them.
Perhaps that is a lesson that could have been applied in
relation to the Olivia Newton-John centre.
It may be a lesson that still needs to be applied in
relation to some clear blind spots in the first Baillieu
government budget in relation to the Monash
Children’s hospital, which is a major project proposal
of $260 million, of which a very paltry amount was
identified in the budget. In the days following the
release of the budget paper the Premier intervened to
try to indicate that there would be some money,
somewhere of the order of $60 million, spent at some
time from somewhere within the remainder of the term
of the Baillieu government. That $60 million did not
appear in the budget papers, but we have a promise
from the Premier that in fact that money will be found
and spent by the end of this term.
However, the project itself has been delayed
significantly, and it is the current intention of the
Baillieu government not to complete Monash
Children’s hospital until sometime into its second term
in office, which means after 2014, if it is returned to
office. This is an issue that the people of south-eastern
metropolitan Melbourne find very alarming, and there
will be pressure on the government to deliver on that
Labor project.
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I encourage the government to see the virtues of being
associated with the completion of Labor projects, just
as it continues to bask in the sunshine and the afterglow
of the Royal Children’s Hospital project. The
government should remember how it feels to complete
a Labor project, how it can be associated with opening
it, and how it can apply that in the future in terms of the
Monash Children’s hospital and the Bendigo hospital. It
should also take the opportunity to step up to a project
that it was committed to and gave prominence to during
the election campaign: the Royal Victorian Eye and Ear
Hospital redevelopment, which it was very enthusiastic
about and about which it gave a commitment to the
Victorian people; yet amazingly in the first budget of
the Baillieu government there is absolutely no
indication of when that project will be commenced let
alone completed. The Victorian community has every
right as at this moment to be alarmed about the
potential delay in that Baillieu government
commitment. Time and again we have asked the health
minister and the government when these things are
going to occur.
The same situation has occurred with the Charlton
hospital redevelopment and the aged-care facility in
Charlton, which is obviously a priority for that
community following the flood event that occurred
earlier this year, when people in residential care were
relocated to other locations in the region which could
provide ongoing care. The government was seen to be
mobilised by having an immediate interim arrangement
in what the minister glowingly continues to describe as
his MASH (mobile army surgical hospital) tent
arrangement. This is a throwback to the operations of
the Second World War and the Korean War. Such
arrangements might have been appropriate for
militarised health care, but they are not something to be
particularly proud of, apart from their being an
immediate emergency response.
But what concerns the opposition and members of the
Charlton community is that as recently as last week,
some 10 months after the flooding event, the minister
was not able to indicate with any certainty when and
where the Charlton redevelopment will occur. Members
of that community have every reason to be concerned
about the delay in decision making and what seems to
be a lack of priority setting for that redevelopment.
Charlton community members have every reason to
doubt the spirit in which this government is responding
to their long-term needs.
In the last couple of months members of the Victorian
community have regularly read articles in the media
about the poor condition of emergency departments in
Victorian hospitals, the challenges faced by staff in
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those emergency departments, delays occurring in
waiting lists and problems with performance times for
emergency responses, particularly through the prism of
ambulance services ramping at Victorian hospitals,
which is a major concern. When in opposition
Mr David Davis was very keen to identify the frailties
of the Labor government when dealing with this issue,
but the unfortunate thing is that in his first year of
administration, under his watch the situation is worse
than it ever has been, and the ramping figures for
ambulances waiting to leave hospitals following the
successful transfer of ambulance patients to emergency
departments in Victorian hospitals are acute.
On virtually every single day of the year, particularly
on weekends and at night-time, major ramping has
occurred in metropolitan hospitals across Victoria,
which has exacerbated problems related to the shortage
of ambulances available to respond to emergencies. We
have had successive media disclosures and concerns
expressed by the ambulance union that paramedics
have been working in very difficult, stressful
environments because patients are not being transferred
successfully into Victorian hospitals. This is a major
concern for the community.
In the case of emergencies people are certainly
questioning what the response time is going to be for an
ambulance and whether there will indeed be a response.
That has led to great anxiety and stressful situations. A
number of accident traumas have occurred where
unfortunately people have been subjected to additional
stress because of the delay in the arrival of an
ambulance and some volatile situations and additional
injury have occurred because of the stress that people
are under at the accident scene. This is a most
unfortunate circumstance.
The response from the minister has consistently been
that money is coming into the ambulance service and
money is coming into our emergency departments, but
the truth of the matter is that additional money has not
arrived. There is a promise of additional money in both
of those areas but not actually a delivery of additional
money into those areas, additional support for
paramedics in the case of ambulances or additional
nurses and doctors coming into our hospitals. There is a
promise of additional resources, but up until this point
in time the money has not arrived.
In fact as a general theme within the health portfolio not
only is the government experiencing great difficulties in
meeting the challenge of growth demand and pressures
within the system but there is also every indication that
it is slowing investment strategies into health rather
than accelerating them.
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Anybody in the community would have a very clear
demonstration of that if they looked at the budget
papers released in May, which show a significant
savings item — which in effect means cuts within the
health portfolio — that has been identified as occurring
in the forward estimates period over the next four years.
Significant cuts in the health portfolio of over
$443 million over the next four years have been
identified in the budget to be implemented by this
government.
Mr Lenders — How many?
Mr JENNINGS — $443 million in cuts.
Mr Lenders — That is a lot of money!
Mr JENNINGS — It is an extreme amount of
money. In terms of the background to this issue, if any
government member is concerned about it, they could
have a look at budget paper 3, at page 112, which
indicates — —
Mr O’Brien — Budget paper 2 has a $5 billion
desalination project, and look what that could have
done to the health system!
Mr JENNINGS — Mr O’Brien would do better not
to encourage me to be more provocative in my
statements and keep to the facts of what is in the health
portfolio. Let us have a look at that $443 million.
Mr O’Brien, as a member of the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee, would understand that that
number is there and that number is expected to be
delivered by the government. As a backdrop to the
matters we are considering in this motion today, it is the
baseline figure of savings to come out of the health
portfolio before we start talking about the productivity
savings that are expected by the government to support
a 1 per cent wage increase for nurses as part of the EBA
(enterprise bargaining agreement), which goes right to
the heart of the motion before the house today. The
baseline savings figure is $443 million — that is, the
cuts coming out of the health portfolio — before any
additional productivity savings are found to support a
wage rise for nurses.
That is an acute and drastic situation for the health
budget in terms of the predicament that nurses face as a
precursor and the stresses they are under for the reasons
I have outlined, the cuts that are actually going to be
imposed upon the sector before the nurses even start
negotiating with the government and the lack of
confidence that investment and support will come into
the health sector in a timely way to support the stresses
and strains that doctors, nurses, paramedics, all the
ancillary staff and the people who work in the health
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centres are experiencing at the moment. What is their
expectation? Their expectation is that they are going to
be subjected to more and more cuts, and their jobs are
going to be at risk and extremely stressful because they
will not be able to keep up with the demand. That is the
backdrop to the current dispute between the
government and the nurses.
This is extremely alarming in the circumstances,
because the nurses enterprise bargaining agreement
formally ran out on 1 November 2011. The agreement
formally concluded a little bit over a week ago and by
now we would have expected a successful framework
for a negotiated outcome that would provide certainty
for nurses in Victoria about their wages, conditions,
terms of employment and the nurse-patient ratios that
apply to underpin quality care in Victoria. You would
actually want to have a solid, positive, good-faith
foundation to those negotiations, but the fact is that that
foundation is not there. There are no preconditions for
the negotiating environment.
People in Victoria who read the Age newspaper or hear
stories that have arisen as a result of an Age newspaper
story of 6 November would not only have lingering
concerns, doubts and worries, but their worries would
have been ratcheted up any number of times by what
was reported in the Age last Sunday. In the Age last
Sunday it was reported that the government’s intention
is to introduce savings of something of the order of
$100 million annually beyond the savings that have
already been published in the budget — that is, beyond
the $443 million.
Mr Lenders — So it is over $500 million.
Mr JENNINGS — It is over $500 million, but over
a four-year period it will increase to almost
$800 million. A former Treasurer can clearly add up the
cumulative effect of cuts that are going to be made to
the health portfolio. The leaked cabinet document that
was used as supporting evidence for the article in the
Age of 6 November indicated that the government’s
intention was to pay for a 1 per cent increase — down
from a 2.5 per cent increase — to nurses wages, which
would increase the offer to nurses to 3.5 per cent a year
as part of the enterprise bargaining agreement. In order
to pay for that increase the government intended to seek
an additional $100 million per year to be cut from the
health portfolio. That means that cumulatively, over the
next four years, $800 million will be the target the
government will seek to underpin that wage adjustment.
The extraordinary thing about that target of
$104 million is that the Australian Nursing Federation
has entered the fray. A media war is being mounted in
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relation to the potential damage that could be meted out
to the health sector in order to draw to the attention of
the Victorian community that the $104 million the
government intends to save every year is the equivalent
of the gross salary of 1758 nurses. The Australian
Nursing Federation has divided the government’s
planned annual saving of $104 million by the average
annual salary of a nurse in Victoria, which is just under
$60 000, and calculated that it equates to 1758 full-time
nursing jobs being taken out in productivity savings by
the government to support a 1 per cent adjustment to
the pay offer that the government is making to the
nurses.
When the nurses federation went to the trouble of doing
that simple calculation and conveying as a matter of
concern to its members and to the community that the
amount of effort — the productivity cuts and the
savings — that will come out of the health system is the
equivalent of 1758 full-time nursing positions, what did
the government and its representatives do? The
government actually denied the validity of that
interpretation.
In fact the representative of the government at the
interface of the enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations, Mr Alec Djoneff, who is from the
Victorian Hospitals Industrial Association, as recently
as yesterday on morning radio in Melbourne indicated
that when the nurses have pointed out the potential
consequences of what the government is seeking to do
to make these savings, the nurses are being dishonest
and misrepresenting the circumstances. There is
nothing dishonest about identifying what the equivalent
full-time job impact is of productivity savings of
$104 million in the health sector. There is nothing
dishonest about that.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — For some reason Mr O’Brien
interjects about water policy rather than talking about
health policy. That is a clear indication that he has no
intention of entering into the debate today to talk about
the subject at hand, which is the health portfolio and the
impact of productivity savings and potential job cuts in
the health sector. Mr O’Brien may be a member of
Parliament who is slightly off subject, out of time and
out of place. He is in his place, but for every other
reason he is not on message today, and he is not going
to be successful taking me off message, because I am
concerned about health. I am concerned about the
impact upon health care in Victoria and the impact on
the negotiation with nurses, and I am going to stick to
that because that is the issue.
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I refer to what has actually occurred in this process and
what was disclosed in the Age on Sunday. Yesterday I
asked the minister to explain what was in that document
and whether it was a forgery or a fit-up. The minister
confirmed it was the intention of the government to
pursue what was in that document. He did not take the
opportunity to deny what was in the document or to say
it was all wrong. He did not take the opportunity to say
that he was not seeking $104 million worth of annual
savings. He did not actually say that he did not accept
that the government was embarking upon that course of
action to ratchet up an industrial dispute with the nurses
to encourage them to take industrial action so that it
could take the nurses to Fair Work Australia and have
the matter arbitrated. He did not deny any of those
matters. In effect he confirmed to the Parliament
yesterday in all his answers to my questions on the
subject that that was his intention.
On the one hand, by sleight of hand, the government
indicates that it does not want disputation. It uses
phrases to indicate that it wants to negotiate in good
faith with the nurses, as evidenced in its answers about
this matter in Parliament early yesterday. Later in the
afternoon at a hearing before Fair Work Australia,
which was brought on by the Australian Nursing
Federation which asked Fair Work Australia to
intervene and conciliate on this matter, to roll up its
sleeves and bring the parties together to negotiate in
good faith under the auspices of Fair Work Australia,
what did the government’s representative do? The
government’s representative, through the Victorian
Hospitals Industrial Association and its senior counsel,
opposed the conciliation attempt by the Australian
Nursing Federation.
The government pretends it is interested in constructive
conversations; it pretends it does not want to escalate
the industrial dispute; but when it had an opportunity to
put its hand on its heart, its representative — a senior
counsel, somebody who knows what they are arguing
about and what they are talking about when
representing the government before Fair Work
Australia — said that now was not the time for the
parties to come together for conciliation.
The message from the government was that it did not
want to go down that course, that it did not want Fair
Work Australia to interfere until a time of the
government’s own choosing. That time will be when
the nurses have been led to a state of despair, when they
have profound concerns about whether their conditions
are ever going to be met and about the potential job
losses, the cuts and the replacement of nurses with
nursing assistants across the health system. Out of sheer
desperation nurses will take protected industrial action.
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At that time the government will intervene to stop that
action being taken, alleging all manner of draconian
impacts such action will have upon the health system. It
will force the matter to be brought before Fair Work
Australia, not as part of a conciliation process but
through the prism of arbitration resulting in draconian
terms and conditions and intimidation being placed on
the Australian Nursing Federation and its members.
That is the government’s intention, as indicated in the
cabinet submission that supports the Age article. That
document appears on the Age website, so if any
member of the Victorian community is listening and
cares about these matters, they can check the document
out for themselves. They do not have to rely on my
testimony; they can go online and see the words that
have been signed off by the health minister. That is the
strategy. That is the order of savings that the minister is
seeking. It is crystal clear that that is the intention of the
government. By its actions in opposing conciliation and
its use of concepts that potentially intimidate and
threaten nurses, the government is seeking draconian
intervention by Fair Work Australia.
Those actions go fundamentally to the reason we are
discussing this motion today. This strategy has
consciously been entered into by the minister and the
government. The minister signed off on this strategy,
which will have profound consequences for Victorian
health care. If out of desperation nurses take action that
potentially impacts on patient care, they would be doing
that reluctantly and with extremely heavy hearts.
It is crystal clear that as a profession and a workforce,
people who work in nursing are on the side of the
angels; they have compassion, they have consideration;
they go to work every day in circumstances that are not
necessarily that flash. They do not necessarily see
themselves as being highly remunerated for the work
they undertake, but it is essential work that they do on
behalf of the community each and every day. It is
profoundly important work, and no government should
take that work for granted, no government should
intimidate workers in that regard and no government
should seek to use intrusive and intimidating tactics in
pursuit of budget savings, productivity and workplace
reform.
Yesterday the minister tried to indicate in Parliament
that what he is doing is exactly the same as what the
Labor government did. There are a number of facts I
need to put on the record to make sure that people do
not accept that point of view at face value. Yes, there
may have been disputation with the enterprise
bargaining agreement arrangements during the life of
the Labor government. Yes, in terms of finding a level
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and a place for disputes to be settled and for the EBA to
be reached there were some rocky days during those
negotiations. But at no point in time did the Labor
government use the draconian elements currently being
contemplated and mooted in the daily media,
particularly today’s, in relation to lockout and
stand-down provisions of the Fair Work Act 2009. This
government is taking those potential provisions to their
extreme and dire end point rather than starting at a
position of good-faith negotiation.
The Labor government demonstrated good faith in a
variety of ways. But in dealing with nurses the most
profound way it demonstrated good faith was by the
sheer fact of the number of nursing positions that Labor
created during its life in government. When we came to
government we inherited a situation where there were
21 154 full-time nursing positions in the Victorian
hospital system. By the time we left office there were
32 628 full-time nursing positions in the Victorian
hospital system. Over the life of the Labor government
the number increased, off the base, by 54 per cent. In
terms of real people, full-time equivalents, 11 474
additional nursing positions were in the system when
Labor left office compared to the number that were in
the system it inherited.
Labor absolutely demonstrated good faith and a
commitment to the nursing profession and to growth in
health care. By the time we concluded our negotiations
with the Australian Nursing Federation on behalf of its
members and came to an agreement — the EBA — a
3.25 per cent annual wage increase was arrived at. But
at the same time, coming off the base of the additional
nurses, Labor was prepared to increase the effort in the
system by adding 500 extra nurses to meet demand in
emergency departments, maternity services and other
high-demand areas.
Labor also introduced and collaborated on more
flexible roster arrangements with the unions, provided
for an extra two weeks maternity leave and increased
the number of division 2 nurses in acute settings. It did
the hard yards to arrive at a realistic agreement that
resulted in reasonable wage outcomes and grew the
nursing pool with the talent, resources and capacity that
nurses bring to the system. We added to that system; we
added to that capacity; we supported nurses in their
important work. That is the fundamental difference.
That is the reason why, when this government tries
desperately to suggest that there was a rocky path of
EBA negotiations — to a disinterested observer it may
look to be a similar pattern of industrial disputation
between a government and its nursing workforce —
that is not fundamentally the truth. The reason why it is
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not the truth is that Labor invested in people and grew
the workforce significantly. It was committed to that
and to fair and reasonable outcomes in the enterprise
agreement, and that is what the opposition demands of
this government and what it believes the community
demands of this government. It is because the
government is not embarking upon that course — in
fact, it is embarking upon a completely contrary set of
outcomes — that the opposition has moved and will
support the motion that this house condemns the
minister for his provocative assault on the nursing
profession in Victoria. We call on him to retreat from
that aggressive stance and to enter into productive,
good-faith negotiations with the Australian Nursing
Federation and its members. That is what we urge all
members of the chamber to support today.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I think
Mr Jennings’s motion really goes to the heart of what
the government is trying to do to nurses. I do not quite
understand why this government thinks it is acceptable
to disrespect the work of nurses. It is quite clear when
you read the cabinet-in-confidence document, parts of
which I will read later, that there is a concerted effort to
cut nurse numbers. I also accept the Australian Nursing
Federation’s (ANF) number of 1758 nurses that will be
cut if the government wants to save the money it is
talking about. How will it do it? Presumably by
replacing them with people of a lower skill base and
also reducing the nurse-to-patient ratio.
It is unfortunate that Mr David Davis is not in the
chamber, because I have a number of questions I would
have liked him to address in his contribution. Recently
we saw that after a 14-month campaign the Police
Association received a significant pay rise. I do not
quite understand what the difference is between the
nurses and the police. Why are the nurses not being
treated in the same way? Obviously we will also soon
be heading down this track with teachers as well, who
this government said would be the highest paid in
Australia.
When you read through the cabinet-in-confidence
document that has been signed by the minister it is quite
clear what the plans are: the government intends to cut
numbers. I will read a few bits and pieces. Point 7
states:
The ANF log of claims is likely to focus on significant pay
increases and improvements to nurse-patient ratios … having
regard to interstate outcomes for nurses, who generally
receive significantly higher pay rates.

Interestingly the government acknowledges that those
in other states are much better paid, but it wants to do
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everything it can to make sure it does not happen in
Victoria. It continues:
The ANF is likely to press strongly for pay parity with
interstate counterparts.

Point 8 states:
The management log will offer base salary increases of
2.5 per cent per annum, consistent with government wages
policy. The management log will also propose productivity
measures or trade-offs that could allow up to an additional
1 per cent per annum in salary or conditions improvements.

What are the improvements to conditions? How many
jobs is the government intending to cut?
Point 9 states:
The health workforce largely consists of highly skilled
tertiary-trained staff yet with a history of very strong
unionisation.

Apparently you should not have a tertiary education
and belong to a union; somehow that is bad. Point 12
says:
The labour market for tertiary skilled staff is highly
competitive and health services find it difficult to attract and
retain sufficient staff both for replacement and to treat
additional patients. Whilst the health system overall is coping
with this labour demand challenge, there are areas (both —

by region —
and by labour specialty) of labour shortage.

Yet the government wants to cut the wages of nurses. It
does not want to remunerate nurses according to their
skill. The government acknowledges that there is a
problem, but it actually wants to cut the numbers. I do
not quite understand the sense in that. Point 15 states
that the health department, key health service CEOs and
the Victorian Hospitals Industrial Association (VHIA):
all favour a fresh approach to enterprise bargaining in the
public health sector. This is largely based on a perception that
recent outcomes have tended to impede the capacity of
individual health services to separately pursue local
workplace change and workforce reform initiatives, and that a
firmer position should be taken in regard to potential
productivity claims.

Is that code for ‘Let’s lock them out if they don’t do
what we say’?
Point 16(a) states:
for immediate sector-wide application, more flexible
arrangements regarding rosters, shifts, staff deployment, skills
mix and NPRs —

that is, nurse-patient ratios —
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workload management …

What does that actually mean? It is really unfortunate
that the minister has not bothered to be here to actually
answer some of these questions. I do not think he has
much regard for nurses; he signed off on this document,
which clearly shows his intention.

that may be difficult to do if you have locked out your
workforce —
b)

the Department of Health —
and VHIA believe that a demonstrated preparedness to take
such claims to full-blown arbitration (despite the risks
involved) is the best means of inducing the ANF to reach an
acceptable agreement.

c)

d)

e)

So the government has a very well planned strategy
about how it intends to deal with that.
Halfway into point 25 it states:
Abolition of NPRs in relation to residential aged-care services
is particularly supported, given the application of
commonwealth accreditation standards to all public and
private sector providers. These conditions will be extremely
difficult to negotiate away but preliminary advice indicates
there are good prospects for successfully opposing
continuation of current NPRs on legal and merit grounds
should these be tested in arbitration.

Point 28 states:
A communications and media strategy has been documented
and planning is well under way with appointed law firms to
effectively manage all stages of the bargaining process,
including industrial action and any arbitral proceedings.

Point 30 states:
DH and VHIA are preparing submissions in relation to the
other agreements to expire in 2011. The general aims in
relation to all negotiation will be to:
a)

maintain public confidence in the health system
and government —

avoid or quickly end significant industrial
disputation

How will that be achieved? The list goes on:
foster staff morale and positive employee relations

How do you do that when you have locked the
workforce out? I am sorry; I know I keep on saying the
same phrase, but it ends up being the same question.
The final point is:

which is the Patient Safety Information Resource
Centre —
endorsement is included as attachment 1.

achieve fiscally sustainable outcomes —

that is, cut the budget by cutting 1758 nurses —

f)
The management log will be publicly presented in a broad
manner so as to be as small a target as possible for inevitable
ANF public criticism, but still position employers for any
arbitral proceedings that might eventuate. The proposed
management log for PSIRC —

secure measurable improvements in workforce
productivity and service delivery —

again, that may be difficult if you have locked out the
workforce —

So a few bullyboy tactics are needed to get them there.
Point 18 states:

maximise operational efficiency and
effectiveness —

again, that may be difficult if you have locked out your
workforce —

Point 17 states:
This log represents a distillation of key items from a detailed
list of proposed management claims compiled by the VHIA
following consultations with stakeholder groups. DH —
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g)

promote the public health sector as an ‘employer of
choice’ —

yet the government is prepared to do this to their
workforce.
Under the subheading ‘Risks’ it states:
1.

In support of its log the ANF will likely mount a strong
media campaign and instigate high-impact industrial
action that negatively impacts on health sector
performance (including bed closures and disruptions to
elective surgery) and, if agreement is not reached with
employer representatives, may eventually resort to
tribunal arbitration on key matters such as its claims
regarding pay and NPRs.

2.

The state has significant wage risk in arbitration due to
Victorian nurses wages being well under the national
average … The ANF also has significant risks as a
tribunal-arbitrated agreement may not include NPRs and
fixed-shift and skill-mix clauses.

They are the salient points in this submission. I find it
really difficult to understand, firstly, how this got
leaked, because it is quite a remarkable document, and,
secondly, how the government can now claim that it
intends to deal with nurses fairly. It is quite clear that
the government intends to cut numbers to save money
in the budget. I would be supportive of whatever action
the nurses federation takes.
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I refer to an article in the Herald Sun today regarding
the document that has been leaked by the employers
association in which the ANF’s Lisa Fitzpatrick is
quoted as saying:
‘It’s a 51-page document, it is not an options paper, it’s a
how-to-do document’, she said. ‘It’s totally unnecessary, it
totally misreads nurses and it’s never been an option by any
state government in the history of this state nor any other state
in the country.
‘I think the government is very inexperienced and relying on
very poor advice.’

I would agree with that quote from Lisa Fitzpatrick.
It is quite clear that government plans are well under
way to look at nurses, not to deal with them fairly and
not to negotiate their claim. Again I ask: why is it that
the Police Association has received their pay claim
fairly? What is the difference for nurses? Why are they
not being treated in the same way?
I suggest to the government that it is receiving
extremely poor advice, and if it is foolish enough to go
for a full-scale lockout of nurses and a demonisation of
the union as it seems to be planning to do, I think there
will be massive community support for the nurses, not
for the government. If there are picket lines or if there is
any other way I can assist, I will be there with the
nurses, and I will call on the community to support
them as well.
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to be able to speak in relation to the motion of
Mr Jennings. This motion, as I am going to remind the
house, says:
That this house condemns the Minister for Health for his
secret plan to —
(1) cut nurse numbers;
(2) replace nurses with low-skilled nurse assistants; and
(3) reduce nurse-to-patient ratios;
and for his premeditated plan to force nurses into arbitration
by failing to negotiate in good faith.

At the outset, before I speak on some of the matters
raised in the contributions made this morning by
Mr Jennings and Ms Hartland, I want to comment on
my previous experience. I note that earlier this morning
in a notice of motion Ms Mikakos referred to my
colleague Elizabeth Miller, the member for Bentleigh in
the other place, and me. We have had experience as
registered nurses and are extremely supportive of
nurses and very proud of our work during the time that
we were nurses. Having said that, the negotiations on
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nurses wages and conditions are nothing new. They
happen all the time, as Mr Jennings well knows. The
fact is that they have been occurring for years,
including under his government in 2007, 2004, the
early 2000s, the 1990s and the 1980s.
As a former enrolled nurse, registered nurse and
registered midwife, I have worked whilst those
negotiations have taken place. Ms Hartland referred to
picket lines. I think she might have been referring to
1985, when there was a very contentious issue
surrounding nurses negotiations and picket lines were
in place. That was my first exposure to nurses strike
action. It was well known as the 1986 nurses strike.
Ms Darveniza — Did you cross the picket line? Did
you support nurses then?
Ms CROZIER — I supported nurses then, and I
support nurses now, Ms Darveniza. I can tell you now
that there are a lot of nurses — —
Ms Darveniza — Did you cross the picket line, or
did you support nurses?
Ms CROZIER — I went to work and supported my
health colleagues — doctors, nurses and ancillary
health-care workers — at the time at the Alfred
hospital. I was very proud to go and work continuously
to look after those patients. At that time in 1986 there
was the infamous nurses strike, which started in 1985
with rolling industrial action. Ms Darveniza was
probably around at that time and taking action herself.
As we know, there was a protracted statewide strike by
nurses who took on the Cain Labor government at the
time. It was a bitter dispute and put many nurses on an
ongoing course of action that many did not want.
Ms Darveniza interjected.
Ms CROZIER — At the time, 1985, I was
completing my general nurse training, Ms Darveniza. It
might surprise some, and probably most, members to
learn that I was a member of the union at the time. In
fact my association with the union did not extend into
early 1986 because of some of the tactics that were
applied to me at the time. From February 1986, when
my association with the union ended, I continued to
work in the public health system for almost 14 years. I
spent a short time in the private health system, but
never again was I a union member.
In the strike of 1986 and later during the 1990s, when
the Kennett government was introducing major health
reforms following the Cain and Kirner years of
mismanagement, along with many of my colleagues I
continued to work during the negotiation process.
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Those were difficult times for those nurses who were
working in the clinical setting and in management, so I
have complete sympathy with all those who were
nurses during those tough times.

knows, and we will continue to work with health
services, the health system and health workers to ensure
that we get the best outcomes for Victorian patients and
Victorian health workers.

Just like the negotiation period in the early 2000s and
more recently in 2004 and 2007, when nurses are
negotiating wages and conditions it is not untoward for
there to be some debate. We have had that in this
negotiation just as we did in 2007 and previously.
Admittedly my experience, in the 1980s and 1990s,
was some time ago, and I concede that much in health
practices has changed since that time. In saying that, I
point out that in 2007, when the negotiation was being
undertaken by the then Labor government, a
spokesman for the then health minister, Daniel
Andrews, now the Leader of the Opposition, said:

Mr Jennings made mention of a number of health
projects. I congratulate the former Labor government
on some of those projects. The Royal Children’s
Hospital is, and has been for many years, a fine
institution. I get the sense, because those opposite keep
referring to the current government being in attendance
with the Queen just recently when she opened the
children’s hospital, that it is something that
Mr Jennings’s government would have liked to have
done. That is unfortunately just the nature of being in
government at the time, as Mr Jennings well knows.

Our health system is facing significant change.

And:
This change is taking place in the community’s expectations
and demands, the nature of health services and the way these
are delivered.
We need to equip our health services and our nurses to meet
these challenges and also recognise nurses own desire for
improved work-family balance.
The major outcomes we are seeking are better matching nurse
workloads with patient needs and ensuring a fairer
work-family balance for nurses.

That was just four years ago, under the government that
Ms Darveniza was a member of. There is a plethora of
documentation on the negotiations that were taken on at
that time, as Ms Darveniza is well aware.
The wages and conditions negotiations between
government and nurses and those representing health
services across this state, and indeed across the country,
are undertaken in light of the changing expectations in
health, which are changing all the time. However, the
negotiation process really has not changed remarkably.
I would like to comment on some of the issues raised
by Mr Jennings in his contribution. He took some time
talking about general issues before he spoke on his
motion. He talked about tardiness in the health system.
I remind Mr Jennings, as he well knows and as we all
do, that we have been in government for almost
12 months. I am not making any excuses, but
Mr Jennings was in government for 11 years.
Addressing the tardiness of the health system does not
happen overnight. It is one of the legacies that
government members have been left with and are
determined to address now. I have to say that a lot of
things are being undertaken, as Mr Jennings well

As he knows also, when we came into government
there was a $26 million shortfall for the IT services that
were required for the children’s hospital. That was just
one of the projects that needed to be looked at and
another budget — —
Mr Koch — A small oversight.
Ms CROZIER — A small oversight, Mr Koch, and
another financial component of the budget that we
needed to address, along with a list of others that we
have already stated in the house time and again. The
first budget brought down by the Baillieu government
addressed many of the various projects that had been
undertaken throughout the state. The children’s hospital
was just one of them.
Mr Jennings also made mention of the Olivia
Newton-John Cancer and Wellness Centre. Again,
there was a shortfall in funding for that, and the
government had to find additional funds to complete
that project.
Mr Jennings also talked about ambulance response
times and services, and emergency departments. There
is no question that they are critical to the effectiveness
of our health system. He spoke of the ramping of
ambulances. I remind Mr Jennings that these are issues
that did not arise overnight; they have been going on for
a number of years. I would also like to state in relation
to some of the data that, as Mr Jennings well knows,
when Mr Andrews was health minister he did not
entirely disclose to the Victorian public all the data
available. But that is what this government has done
and will continue to do in relation to statistics
surrounding various aspects of hospital data. There was
a long preamble to Mr Jennings’s contribution before
he went on to talk about the motion.
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I would like to make another mention of Ms Hartland’s
contribution. She used quite inflammatory language.
She said that we were going to cut the wages of nurses.
She mentioned picket lines, lockouts and various other
phrases. This government does not want to prevent
access by the public to our hospitals. That is completely
incorrect. Ms Hartland also went on to say that we are
going to cut the wages of nurses. Again that is
incorrect. The framework of a 2.5 per cent wage
increase is also linked to productivity. In 2007 the
nurses negotiation aimed for a 3.25 per cent wage
increase. We are aiming to give more to nurses than the
previous government was willing to give in 2007.
I want to go back to the health system, where I have
had some experience, as you all know. I have worked in
a number of very large hospitals in the state, including
the Alfred hospital and the Royal Women’s Hospital. I
spent 10 years at the Royal Women’s Hospital before I
left the public health system. It went through some
significant changes during that time. I have referred to
various issues that the then Kennett government had to
deal with in the aftermath of the Cain and Kirner
governments; Mr Jennings made reference to various
issues that the previous Labor government had to deal
with following the Kennett government. So I think it is
fair enough for me to say that during my time at the
Royal Women’s Hospital there was significant change
and there were some reforms undertaken. I was part of
a team looking at how we could implement those
reforms.
I think all members in this chamber would agree that
we in Victoria can be very proud of the many
world-class health facilities we have and of the
committed health professionals who work within them.
Ms Hartland said that the Baillieu government was
disrespectful of nurses; that is completely untrue and
incorrect. In fact the Baillieu government recognises the
importance of our health-care facilities and the work
undertaken by their many health-care workers.
Ms Hartland — That will be proven by your
actions.
Ms CROZIER — Ms Hartland may say that, but as
a former nurse who has worked in the public health
system for many years I think I can say that there are
people on this side of government that understand the
public health system and its workers. As I have said,
health workers include not just the nurses in the
hospitals but the doctors and the allied ancillary staff,
who also play a huge role in delivering services to our
patients on a daily basis. As a responsible government
we must ensure that the public can maintain its faith in
our public health system. To say that we are
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disrespectful and not understanding of this is
completely untrue.
To say that we are not looking into what we can do in
terms of financial aspects is also completely inaccurate.
The government is investing an additional $725 million
in Victoria’s health system. This includes an additional
$565 million going into the acute health system for
Victoria’s hospital services. These investments will
mean that more nurses will be employed by Victorian
hospitals and that there is increased support for our
health services overall.
I reiterate that Victoria’s nurses are held in high esteem
by the community and this government. That is
absolutely and rightly so. Mr Jennings said in his
contribution that no government should take the work
of nurses for granted. I have to remind Mr Jennings
again that in the previous negotiations in 2007 the
secretary of the Australian Nursing Federation (ANF),
Ms Lisa Fitzpatrick, said of the former government:
Nurses are extremely angry and frustrated about the
government’s lack of understanding about the work that they
do and the lip-service paid.

Mr Jennings says one thing but then is completely
inconsistent with his argument because that is what was
said in 2007 — —
Mr Jennings — That is unkind to me.
Ms CROZIER — I think Mr Jennings should
reflect back on that because that is what the ANF
secretary said at the time. I say again that this
government is fully supportive of our nurses and our
health-care workers more generally. We know that
nurses are absolutely critical to the quality of care and
the safety of patients in our hospital system. They are
the professionals on whom all patients in our hospitals
and in other clinical services rely for clinical care and
support. This government is very concerned that the
ANF approach to the current enterprise bargaining
agreement (EBA) negotiations encourages nurses to
think they are not held in high esteem by the
government. As I have said, this government has great
regard for nurses, and it is completely untrue to say we
would think anything else.
In contrast the government’s wages policy enables
nurses through the ANF to negotiate arrangements that
could provide better and more productive working
conditions for nurses and health services. The
government’s wages policy means that nurses could
seek outcomes that may well mean even more nurses
for our hospitals and may enable better working
arrangements for all nurses, particularly those with
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personal and family circumstances, and for parents or
those who have other personal commitments or
preferences.

These are savings that have never been declared fully to the
Victorian community, savings that were not declared as being
applied to the health portfolio, savings that will have some
impact on the health portfolio.

This government wants what the previous government
tried to provide for our nurses. I draw the attention of
the house to comments made in 2007 by the then
Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews, the member for
Mulgrave in the Assembly, who is now Leader of the
Opposition. He was quoted as saying:

They are very significant savings that were applied to the
health portfolio by former Premier John Brumby and former
ministers Daniel Andrews and John Lenders. These are
savings in the portfolio that were not declared openly or
honestly, savings that in the period I have outlined add up to
$1292 million. These are significant savings that Labor
applied and that were put into the budget we inherited. These
are significant savings that are a challenge in the portfolio of
health, and I have to say that honesty is an important point
here. The previous government refused to declare the savings
it had applied in the portfolio. These are savings of
$1.3 billion over that four-year period; $1.7 billion between
2008–09 and 2014–15. These are very significant savings that
were not openly and honestly declared to the people of
Victoria.

Our health system is seeking significant change.
…
We need to equip our health services and our nurses to meet
these challenges and also recognise nurses own desire for
improved work-family balance.
The major outcomes we are seeking are better matching nurse
workloads with patient needs and ensuring a fairer
work-family balance for nurses.

The opposition wants a one-size-fits-all system; nurses
want flexibility. The government’s wages policy will
enable many of those nurses to have that choice.
Mr Andrews was seeking then what is available to
nurses now. In the 2007 EBA negotiations the ANF
failed to deliver the changes the then health minister
clearly recognised were important to nurses and critical
to the future of Victorian health services and improved
patient outcomes.
Again, there are inconsistencies with the opposition’s
argument today. Mr Jennings talked at length about
what our government is trying to do with savings, and
Mr Lenders interjected with talk about cuts and various
other aspects in relation to the financial components of
the health budget. There are many aspects to what we
are trying to undertake in delivering what is available
for nurses but also in relation to health savings in
general. I remind Mr Jennings that in October this year
Mrs Kronberg asked the Minister for Health:
… can the minister inform the house of any secret or
undeclared savings in the health portfolio?

In response, Mr Davis said:
The question she asked was about secret or undeclared
savings in the health portfolio, and I think most people in this
chamber would be surprised to discover that the Labor
Party …
… under the then Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews,
instituted savings of a very significant order but did not
declare those savings. In this financial year $283.4 million of
savings were ordered by Labor, and they are embedded in our
system. It was $336.4 million in the 2012–13 budget year,
$336.4 million in the 2013–14 budget year, and
$336.4 million in the 2014–15 budget year.

In relation to what the government is trying to do to
ensure that we have a viable health system and give
nurses the opportunities they need to improve working
arrangements for themselves and conditions for their
patients, we need to be looking at health budgets and
the health service as a whole. This government hopes
nurses can recognise opportunities in the EBA. It will
improve working arrangements for them and conditions
for their patients, and it could mean significant wage
increases.
Unlike the previous government, which did not declare
savings, we have been up-front about what we plan to
do in relation to the framework of a 2.5 per cent wage
increase and productivity gains beyond that. As I have
outlined, the government’s wages policy sets the
platform for agreed productivity gains and
improvements, enabling significantly higher salaries
and better conditions for nurses. That is the intention of
the government’s wages policy. It is an important
opportunity for nurses.
Ms Darveniza asked whether I support the nurses. I
support them in relation to what they do and how they
can undertake to improve their opportunities. That is
what this government is doing. The Baillieu
government recognises that nursing practices need to
change to keep abreast of the changing demands for
health services. When I first entered the nursing
workforce in 1983 to undertake my training at the
Alfred hospital it was a different time and a different
system. In those days we did not go to university —
although with my general nurse training and midwifery
training I now have two tertiary qualifications.
In those days we did not have a very different health
system — we were still attending to patients — but the
technology we are dealing with now and the numbers
going through our health services have certainly
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changed. However, patients’ basic needs and care
remain the same. The government believes patient care
should be delivered in a timely way, in a clinically
appropriate setting and by clinically appropriate
personnel. When in government Labor had the same
view, and this motion is even more absurd in light of its
aims in 2007.
The Baillieu government supports the retention of
current nurse-to-patient ratios. What is important for
nurses, patients and health services is the capacity to
provide flexibility for senior nurses to allocate staff so
that there are more nurses at the busiest times and fewer
nurses during quiet times, while overall ratios are
maintained. There was some commentary in relation to
the allocation of staff and the capacity to provide
different nurse components, if you like. Just a couple of
days ago on ‘ABC news’ there was an article with the
headline ‘ANF’s claims on nursing assistants
“dishonest”‘. The article says:
The chief negotiator for Victoria’s hospitals has denied claims
that the government is trying to substitute nurses for lower
paid nursing assistants.
…
Mr Djoneff says nursing assistants are employed in every
other state in Australia and it is sensible that they are also
used in Victoria.
‘What we want to do is free up nurses to do the more
high-level work and the low-level work can be done by an
assistant under their control’, he said.
…
‘All we are simply saying is assistants in nursing are used in
every other public health jurisdiction in Australia.’

We want to enable nurses to deliver care to patients in
an appropriate manner that they can manage. We want
to give nursing management the ability to allocate staff
so that there are more nurses at the busier times and
fewer nurses at the quieter times and to put in place
more appropriate nursing aspects for whatever patients
require. Nursing management needs flexibility around
the nursing care that is delivered and how it is
delivered.
This would enable health services and senior nurses to
respond to peaks and troughs in workloads during the
course of a day or week. It would look at different
patient requirements in relation to health care. It would
also mean that during busier times, as well as during
quieter times, patients would have the quality of care
they should have. There are seasonal peaks and troughs.
We all know the height of winter is the busiest time.
Our hospitals become increasingly busy due to flu
outbreaks, respiratory illnesses and other seasonal
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aspects. We know there are peaks and troughs and
busier times and quieter times.
The government supports an outcome that allows
nurses to focus on the roles for which they are best
qualified and allows health services to complement the
roles and responsibilities of highly trained nurses. I
have worked in a number of health-care settings where
there were a variety of nurses with different
registrations allocated to patients. Before I became a
fully registered nurse I was an enrolled nurse while
doing my training, so at that time there were
responsibilities I could undertake and others I could not.
That is nothing new.
There have been many trials using nursing assistants
throughout the country, and those trials have been well
received by staff working with the nursing assistants
and by patients and the broader community. The trials
have shown that nursing assistants in health services
create a more appropriate workforce profile, better align
the skill mix with the duties required and have flow-on
benefits of increased staff morale and reduced stress on
the workforce. Given my previous work as a registered
nurse, I am confident that the introduction of nursing
assistants, as has been demonstrated, would give
registered nurses the time to provide greater attention
and service to patients.
I know Mr Jennings is a great proponent of nurses and
health workers, but being at the coalface and seeing
what nurses do on a day-to-day basis is quite different
from reading about it or seeing it second-hand. There
are busier times and quieter times. Mr Jennings called
nurses the angels of the workforce, or a term similar to
that, and there is no question that the worthy work
nurses undertake day in and day out is well regarded by
all of us.
Mr Jennings — I’m not sure what you’re telling me
now.
Ms CROZIER — I am telling you that being on the
ground in a clinical setting is quite different from just
being a mouthpiece — —
Mr Jennings — Do you think I was being
romantic?
Ms CROZIER — The realities of working in a
clinical setting can be very tough. I have been there and
done that. As anyone who has worked in the health
sector knows — —
Mr Jennings — You’re just telling me that your
firsthand knowledge is better than mine, which I
concede.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! Through the Chair!
Ms CROZIER — Through you, Acting President, I
am saying that on the ground in a clinical setting there
are challenging times, difficult times and times when
you make decisions on the run. It is stressful, but there
are also rewarding times, and they are all aspects of
patient care. Having tertiary-qualified people
undertaking some of those aspects of care is not
necessarily the be-all and end-all.
The trials of nursing assistants show that they play an
important role. Nursing assistants can do the most basic
tasks that will give patients comfort, and they can give
patients time. Some registered nurses when dealing
with highly complex and technical aspects of the
delivery of care, like drug administration or monitoring,
do not have the time to give the basic care that patients
need. This is where nursing assistants have a great role
to play. The results of the trials, which have been well
received by staff, patients and the broader community,
are absolutely accurate, and I fully understand why.
They have shown that nursing assistants are able to
undertake the care tasks that were previously delayed or
not otherwise accomplished due to the time constraints
and workload pressures on their colleagues. Patient
complaints have fallen significantly — by almost half, I
believe — in the wards where nursing assistants have
been working.
It may assist the house in its consideration of
Mr Jennings’s motion to know that trials using nursing
assistants began under the previous Labor government
and have enabled nursing staff to undertake clinical
responsibilities more efficiently. Assistance with patient
care and comfort has included some of the things I have
outlined. Nursing assistants have performed activities
required for daily living, such as washing and shaving
patients. They tend to patients by swapping a pillow,
putting a blanket on the patient or helping with meals. It
is about the basic menial tasks that give patients
comfort.
Mr Ondarchie — Clearly speaking from
experience.
Ms CROZIER — Thank you, Mr Ondarchie. I
know you have had some involvement in your former
role as executive director, also at the Royal Women’s
Hospital, so you would have seen and heard from
nurses at that time who experienced, in most instances,
great elation at the birth of children, but we know the
sickest of women and children are also attended to
during their confinement at that hospital.
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Nursing assistants, as I said, can also provide assistance
with patient transfers to allow nurses to complete
transfers efficiently and safely. I am sure members
would agree that that is very important in relation to the
occupational health and safety aspects of nursing. As
those who work in a clinical setting know, this is very
difficult work at times. Lifting patients can be
extremely arduous, and many injuries have occurred
through inappropriate lifting. Anything that can make
for a more satisfactory transfer of a patient is
worthwhile, and having people on hand to assist with
that could benefit both the patient and the nurses
attending the patient. You do not need to be highly
qualified to undertake that work; you just need to know
how to do it.
The second point in Mr Jennings’s motion, which is
about replacing nurses with low-skilled nursing
assistants, is nonsense. This government has absolutely
no intention of cutting nurse numbers, and indeed the
government funding commitment to health services this
year will enable more nurses to be employed. These
EBA negotiations allow employers and nurses to
consider opportunities to enable even more nurses to be
employed. That is the point I also want to make to
Ms Hartland, who said that we were going to cut the
wages of nurses.
Ms Hartland — Cut the numbers.
Ms CROZIER — Cut the numbers. I thank
Ms Hartland for that clarification. Hopefully she can be
reassured that we have no intention of cutting nurse
numbers and that nursing assistants are contributing
significantly to patient care and comfort in many
Australian hospitals in most states and territories
around the country, as I have said. Victoria has had two
trials that have confirmed the value of nursing assistants
in complementing and supporting — not replacing —
the work of highly skilled nurses. Labor supported
these trials during its term in government, and we
support them now. This is a sensible move.
As for nurse-to-patient ratios, as I and Mr Davis, the
Minister for Health, have already said, this government
supports the retention of nurse-to-patient ratios. This
government also supports nurses who have for a long
time wanted to have improved shift arrangements for
themselves and their patients. As I said, it has been
some time since I have worked in the clinical setting,
but at that time there were many people in the unions. I
worked very successfully with union members on the
floor of hospitals. We worked together in relation to
understanding what the unions were undertaking, but
there were many of my colleagues who wanted
flexibility in many instances and did not want to be
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locked into a one-size-fits-all situation. They wanted
improved shift arrangements. They wanted to be able to
practice and have the ability to maintain a balance
between work, life and family.
That is really important to some people — I would say
especially for women in this instance, because most of
the people I am referring to had families and were
female nurses. They wanted to be able to look after and
address the needs of their families but also to continue
to work. They loved their work, and they wanted to be
able to do it in a professional and safe manner but to
have shift arrangements that were flexible and
improved matters for both them and their patients.
This government also supports nursing managers who
want their nursing teams to have better working
conditions with more resourcing at times of peak
demand, when it is needed for safety and quality of
patient care. As I have said, I have been a nurse
manager. I have looked at the staff ratios and staff
requirements in relation to patient needs, and they
change all the time. You cannot predict what is going to
come through the door of an emergency department.
You cannot predict the condition of a patient for the
entire time they are in a hospital bed. You need the
ability to have some degree of flexibility, and anyone
who has worked as a nurse manager understands that
that is imperative.
As I have said, there are those peak periods during the
winter months when there are outbreaks of flu and
respiratory disease and our hospital beds come under
demand. We know we need to look at those demands.
In the public setting, when I was working at the Royal
Women’s Hospital we would factor that in and look at
bringing on agency staff to meet those demands. Those
nurses did a great job in assisting with the shortfalls at
the time. However, that is not the situation for
12 months of the year; that is at peak periods and busy
times. There are times during the day which are busier
than others, and that is when you should have adequate
staffing.
Above all Mr Jennings should know this government is
committed to improving Victoria’s health services for
all — for nurses as well as patients — and to supporting
nurses and employers to work towards that through this
EBA process. I have to refer again to some of the
negotiations that were undertaken by the previous
government. There was a lot of documentation in
relation to what the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, Mr Andrews, who was the Minister for
Health at the time, said. There were also calls from the
previous state government to ‘Stop the unlawful
action’.
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In one article in 2007 in the Age Mr Andrews is quoted
in relation to the industrial action that was taking place
at the time, which was around a 3.25 per cent wage
increase that the nurses union was seeking. The article
says:
Mr Andrews said the closure of about 850 beds so far was
having a huge impact on patient care across the state and
appealed to the nurses union to comply with an AIRC order
to reopen beds.

The Australian Industrial Relations Commission was
the independent umpire at the time. As I said, the
negotiation process that is being undertaken at the
moment is nothing new.
In relation to Mr Jennings’s comments about what this
government is trying to do I also find it a little curious
that the Victorian Hospitals Industrial Association is in
fact planning to meet with the ANF on Thursday to
discuss this. The two organisations have had previous
meetings, and this is yet another meeting to look at the
negotiations. The VHIA represents 86 of our health
services across the state. The combined nurses union is
having its meeting on Friday to have a vote, but there
are health services that have already been informed that
the industrial action will take place on Saturday. It
seems the decision has already been made. It also
seems that in these negotiation processes with the ANF
the Victorian Hospitals Industrial Association is trying
to negotiate in absolute good faith, as is this
government. In conclusion I say again that
Mr Jennings’s motion is not accurate; it is nonsense.
The government will not be supporting it.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to rise to make some comments in relation to
Mr Jennings’s motion. In doing so I will be supporting
the motion. I will kick off by saying it is quite
disingenuous of Ms Crozier to say that the fact that the
nurses have given the formal 72-hour, or three-day,
notice that they will be taking industrial action, which is
required under the act, in some way shows bad faith.
The fact that a union has given notice, so it knows an
industrial action is able to take place, is not bad faith.
The Australian Nursing Federation has given notice in
accordance with the act that its members will be taking
industrial action, and it has outlined what form those
bans will take. The ANF will go through a process of
meeting with its members and determining with its
members exactly where and when this industrial action
will take effect. It is a bit much that Ms Crozier should
accuse the nurses of bad faith when what we see before
us is bad faith all the way in respect of how the
government has conducted itself in these enterprise
bargaining negotiations.
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I am a former union official and, like Ms Crozier, a
former nurse. I started my nursing a bit earlier even
than Ms Crozier, and I too went through the hospital
training system and was qualified as both a state
enrolled nurse and a registered nurse. Like Ms Crozier I
have some experience of working on the floor as a
nurse in a range of settings. Unlike Ms Crozier I also
have experience in industrial relations, having been a
state secretary of a health union that represented nurses.
I know when you are going into negotiations for your
enterprise bargaining agreement (EBA) you must go
about it in good faith. There is an expectation that the
union will approach the negotiations in good faith and
that the employers will too.
Here we have a kick-off for the ANF EBA which has
bad faith written all over it in terms of the employers.
The cabinet document that was provided to the Age sets
out very clearly that the Baillieu government has
developed comprehensive secret plans as to how it will
handle the industrial action and how it will deal with
the nurses union through the enterprise bargaining
negotiations. This secret document outlines the tactics
the government wants to use as well as the outcomes it
seeks. All of these show a great deal of bad faith. We
see in the document that the government wants to make
a $104 million, or 4 per cent overall, annual cut in the
nursing budget; that is the dollar outcome the
government wants to see. It wants to replace registered
nurses with other types of health-care workers, it wants
no fixed nurse-patient ratios and it wants to reduce the
ratio of registered nurses on a ward. All of this is
outlined in the cabinet-in-confidence document.
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put together that hospital management is to give to its
nursing staff when they are locked out, so clearly the
hospital association, in conjunction with the
government, which is negotiating with the Australian
Nurses Federation, plans to lock nurses out in a
Qantas-style lockout. They want to employ
strike-breaking tactics.
These scripts are being prepared to be given to nurses
who are participating in or considering taking industrial
action. It is a complete overreaction, and whilst
Ms Crozier talked about the government having respect
for and an understanding of the work that nurses do and
holding nurses in high esteem, how can that be the
case? How can Ms Crozier say, ‘We respect nurses and
the work they do, and we respect them as
professionals’, but at the same time be part of a
government that has secret plans to take photographs of
them if they attend meetings and record their
numberplates if they participate in industrial action or
attend union meetings?
As part of these negotiations with nurses the
government is preparing letters to tell them they are
going to be locked out of their hospitals, their
workplace, and away from the patients they are
supposed to be caring for. The government says it
respects nurses, but I do not believe that if what it is
doing is engaging in tactics to photograph them and
record their numberplates if they participate in meetings
or industrial action. The government is preparing
documents to give nurses stating that they will be
locked out of their workplace if they get involved in
industrial action such as putting on bans.

In Ms Crozier’s contribution she denied that the
government was being in any way disrespectful
towards nurses and stated that there are a number of
government members, like her, who really understand
nurses and the work they do. But when you see the
sorts of tactics that the government wants to put in
place — not only by examining the
cabinet-in-confidence document but also by examining
the lengthy confidential document that was made
available to the newspapers by the Victorian Hospitals
Industrial Association, which is the association
representing employers, or the hospital management —
you see even more bad faith.

In the notice given by the nurses, my understanding is
that they have outlined a range of bans. The
government’s response is that they will be locked out.
This is not good faith or respect. This is not
understanding or appreciating the work that nurses do.
This is not what Ms Crozier suggests — or maybe it is
what Ms Crozier thinks holding nurses in high esteem
is. Maybe she thinks you hold them in high esteem by
photographing them, by recording their numberplates
and, if they put on bans, by locking them out. Is that the
government’s interpretation of high esteem and
respect?

That document included advice to hospitals and
representatives within hospitals who were involved in
the negotiations. They were told to organise
photographs of nursing staff who were participating in
any meetings or industrial action. Hospital management
was told to not only take photographs of people
participating in meetings or industrial action but also to
record their numberplates. A range of letters has been

There is no good faith on behalf of the government as
far as I can see. Believe me, the nurses federation does
not believe this is respect, and it does not believe this is
high esteem. Ms Fitzpatrick, who is the secretary of the
ANF, talks about the plans for a lockout as being
absolutely amazing and a total overreaction. She says
the government is showing its total lack of appreciation
for and understanding of who nurses are and what
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nurses do. She believes — and I agree with her — that
the approach being taken by the government is all about
bad faith, about putting the fear of God into nurses and
about encouraging rogue employers to lock nurses out.
That is the government’s strategy; that is the secret plan
cabinet has been hatching.
The government is trying to prevent nurses from taking
the industrial action that they are entitled to take under
the act as part of reaching an enterprise agreement.
Ms Crozier also confirmed quite clearly that the
nurse-patient ratios need to be seriously looked at or
done away with. She says on the one hand the
government will not touch nurse-patient ratios, but on
the other hand she says nurse-patient ratios are one of
those things that need to be considered. In the secret
cabinet document the nurse-patient ratios is one of the
areas that the government says it needs to look at in
order to make savings.
I do not have confidence in this government saying it is
not considering tampering with the current
nurse-patient ratios. Ms Crozier supported the
replacement of registered nurses with other
classifications of nurses. She talked at length about
replacement, and I agree with some of what she had to
say, but we do not want to see registered nurses
replaced. There may need to be additional direct-care
nurses employed to provide assistance and support for
registered nurses or to bring about the best health
outcomes for a patient, but that is not what this
government is about. This government is about
replacing a registered nurse with a worker under
another health-care classification. It was clear from
Ms Crozier’s contribution that she has confirmed and
supports that.
This government is not about improving our health-care
system. It is very much about ripping out funding from
our health-care system, and it will use the EBA
negotiations as an opportunity to cut a further
$400 million from the budget. The government believes
it can do that by cutting the number of nurses in our
system. The government has already ripped out
$443 million from the health budget. It has made those
savings and it wants to use the EBA negotiations to
make more savings.
I strongly support this motion moved by Mr Jennings. I
condemn the government for its aggressive stance
against nurses. I urge the government to start
negotiating in good faith. It should have a look at what
good-faith negotiations are all about and get back to the
table to try to get a bit of good faith going. At the
moment there is nothing but bad faith, and we have
seen the documents to prove it. The government is to be
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condemned for the aggressive stance it is taking, and I
urge it to get back to the table and negotiate in good
faith.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I rise
to make a contribution to the debate in this chamber on
the motion moved by Mr Jennings. I compliment
Ms Crozier, in particular on her contribution in the first
instance. As a nurse who has a great understanding of
nursing matters across this state, Ms Crozier has wide
experience and the long-term interests of nurses at
heart.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — The former Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and other things,
now the shadow minister, seeks to condemn me for a
number of matters, and I put squarely on the public
record that that is severely misplaced. He simply does
not understand the portfolio or the details involved.
Even in his least generous moments — and he is mostly
very generous — he understands that at the moment we
are deeply engaged in an enterprise bargaining
agreement phase, and during that enterprise bargaining
agreement phase there will be a lot of punch and
counterpunch, argy-bargy and debate at a significant
level between the various parties.
In Victoria we have 86 health services. They are
represented in the enterprise bargaining agreement
process by the Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association. That body is an independent body and will
be undertaking bargaining. It is at a conciliation hearing
this morning with the Australian Nursing Federation.
The ANF has sought to ramp up the process that has
occurred over recent weeks.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Public sector: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Will the
minister guarantee that any public sector worker who
takes protected industrial action will not suffer adverse
outcomes in their employment conditions nor in their
workplace?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I question whether
Mr Jennings has the right minister. It is my
understanding that the Minister for Health would not
necessarily have the ability to respond to that question
because he is not responsible for industrial relations.
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Mr JENNINGS — He is responsible.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister is
responsible obviously for his own area, but
Mr Jennings’s question was considerably broader than
that, as I understood it.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I am prepared to answer the
question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I know Mr Davis is
prepared to answer all questions, but there are
precedent issues that I have to take into account.
Mr Pakula, in response to my remarks.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
President, in response to your remarks, as I heard the
question from Mr Jennings it was about how employees
of the health service would be treated if they took
industrial action. The question about how employees of
the health service would be treated are clearly within
the purview of the Minister for Health.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — Further
to the point made by Mr Pakula and the President’s
earlier comment, I indicate that I have some
responsibility for industrial matters within the portfolio.
I accept the President’s point that the question was very
general, but there is some responsibility and I am
prepared to answer the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Jennings has
generously indicated that he is prepared to rephrase the
question to address my concern, because the question
does not simply refer to the health sector. It was a fairly
broad question.
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Whilst I did ask the minister a question that relates to
the entire public sector, I asked him the question in his
capacity as a member of the government, which has a
policy about whether it complies with industrial law or
not and which would have been my catch-all provision.
I will specify that the question relates to public sector
employees within the health sector — workers who are
subject to the direction of the minister — and I ask
whether the minister will guarantee that those workers
will not be adversely affected in their employment
conditions or in their workplace for taking protected
industrial action.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question. Obviously an enterprise
bargaining agreement process is occurring now. Whilst
the precise negotiations will be undertaken by the
respective bargaining agents, I am happy to answer
questions on the broader policy point that the member
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has raised. I would hope anyone who takes protected
industrial action is able to do so within the framework
of the laws of the land and is able to undertake it in a
way that ensures that they are protected. Equally, I
would hope somebody who does not take protected
industrial action and chooses not to strike and not to
close beds is also protected; I think that is a very
important point.
I have been provided with examples from previous
enterprise bargaining processes that occurred in this
state in 2007 and in 2004, when nurses who sought not
to strike and were exercising their legitimate rights not
to take industrial action were victimised and subjected
to intimidation. I would hope that is not the case at this
time. I am happy to clearly express my view to any
health service CEO or senior officer, that I believe, as a
matter of broader principle, nurses or indeed any other
public sector worker — to make a more general point
that is in a sense outside my portfolio — ought not
suffer when they are taking legitimate action within a
protected industrial framework, and I think that equally
applies the other way. I look forward to the shadow
minister making clear in his supplementary question
that he supports my position that a nurse who chooses
not to take protected industrial action — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, but I think the tone of
these things is quite important. We are very prepared to
ensure that the laws of the land are obeyed and that
nurses taking protected industrial action are not
victimised in any way, but those who choose not to take
such action should also be protected.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Not for the first time the minister has sought that I take
responsibility for ministerial actions. That was about
the third or fourth time he has done so in the current
sitting. I can say to the minister that I support the law
and the tone, spirit and intent of the law. Can I take it
from the minister’s answer, in which he argued the toss
back and forth, that fundamentally he is saying anybody
who is under his charge, who is subject to the direction
of the people he gives directions to, will be protected to
the extent that they will not have adverse outcomes in
their employment status or in their workplace if they
take protected industrial action?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) —
Further, those who choose not to take protected
industrial action should also be protected equally. I look
forward to ensuring cooperatively that no victimisation
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or harsh activity takes place where an employee — for
example, a nurse — seeks not to take part in bed
closures and is hounded or treated harshly.

Victorian Comprehensive Cancer Centre:
development
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Health, who is also the
Minister for Ageing, Mr David Davis. I ask: can the
minister update the house on what actions the Baillieu
government is taking to reduce the impact of cancer on
Victorians?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
very happy to report to the chamber that in recent days
the Plenary Group has been appointed as the contractor
for further negotiation with respect to the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre. Ms Crozier, with her
longstanding interest in health as a former nurse, will be
very interested in that step.
As I have said in the chamber previously, the
comprehensive cancer centre is a project that has been
supported by all parties in this state. It will provide the
best cancer treatment that is available in the world in
future years. The project, worth more than $1 billion, is
very close to the final steps. The appointment of
Plenary Group is an important step. The project is
supported by money from health services, research
groups and commonwealth and state governments. I
welcome the support of the commonwealth government
for this project, and I am very happy to plainly and
publicly support the project and the steps that have been
taken collaboratively on it.
As members may remember, the project is located on
the site of the former dental hospital. There is also some
land on the Royal Melbourne Hospital site. The Peter
MacCallum Cancer Centre and a number of other
health services have collaborated to set up not only the
clinical facilities but also the research facilities, and
they will work in partnership.
I am very proud to have made the announcement of the
appointment of Plenary Group, and I indicate to the
chamber that there is further negotiation towards the
final contract phase. I look forward to those
negotiations, to the progress of the Victorian
Comprehensive Cancer Centre and to the great
outcomes it can deliver for Victorians.
Questions interrupted.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I draw the attention of
the house to the fact that we have a former member of
the house in the public gallery today. Ms Sue Wilding,
a former member for Chelsea Province, was elected in
1992 and served in this place.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Questions resumed.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. I ask: when
he was interviewed on ABC radio this morning the
minister was asked whether he would rule out using
lockout provisions in Victorian hospitals. He said the
government would not lock people out of hospitals. In
using that phrase in answering that question was the
minister referring to patients but not ruling out the
potential to lock nurses out of our hospitals?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to answer this question. My intent was
extremely clear. The government does not want to lock
patients or nurses out of our hospitals. The government
wants our nurses working and it wants patients coming
in. It is only the Australian Nursing Federation (ANF)
that seeks to close our public hospitals by closing one in
three beds. We are prepared to talk and to continue
talking. The fact is that our ongoing negotiations and
engagement through the Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association on behalf of the 86 health services is a
process that continues. Indeed there was a conciliation
meeting today, and I understand there will be further
processes later in the day. We look forward to
negotiating in good faith through that process.
What I say very clearly is that whilst the nursing
federation was asking for conciliation yesterday, at the
same time it was delivering letters to health services
that outlined that bed closures would begin from
Saturday at 7.00 a.m. That is what is being proposed.
We are very concerned about the impact of that. We are
very concerned about the threat to patient safety. We
are very concerned to see that patients are protected. It
is my strong view that patients ought to be able to go
into hospitals when they need to.
In emergency situations patients who are vulnerable
and at risk ought not have their treatment denied
through an action of the ANF in closing one in three
beds. I ask them to step back from this proposal and to
continue negotiating over the weekend, if necessary,
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and into next week. It is entirely in their hands whether
they proceed with a closure of one in three beds in
Victoria. I think the Victorian community will be very
concerned to see the impact on patients and the lack of
good faith in, on the one hand, seeking conciliation and,
on the other hand, delivering threatening letters laying
down that one in three beds in Victoria will be closed
from Saturday at 7.00 a.m.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — If
nobody else in Victoria is interested in Mr Davis’s
answer, Jon Faine might be, because this morning the
minister said, ‘We won’t be locking people out of
Victorian hospitals’, and when he was asked to clarify
that matter he said, ‘We don’t want to lock patients or
nurses out of the hospitals’. Has the minister been
personally advised on the implications of the potential
for the lockout provisions in the guidelines that have
been issued by the Australian hospital industrial
association on his behalf — personally advised — and
their consequences and effect?
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is fairly broad
ranging for a supplementary question, but I will allow
it.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — It is, I
think, new material, but nonetheless I am very happy in
this circumstance to respond to it and indicate that
government wages policy requires any employer action
of that type to have government approval. I can indicate
that the government will not provide approval for the
lockout of nurses from our hospitals, nor will it seek to
lock out patients. In fact it is only the ANF that seeks to
block patients from getting into our hospitals by closing
one in three beds.

Planning: growth corridor
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, the
Honourable Matthew Guy. Can the minister inform the
house of what action the Baillieu government has taken
to forward plan Melbourne’s growth corridors,
providing certainty for land supply, biodiversity and
future transport infrastructure to our growing suburbs?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my colleague Mr Ondarchie for his question in relation
to the Baillieu government’s latest actions to address
the issue of housing affordability in Melbourne.
This morning we released Growth Corridor Plans —
Managing Melbourne’s Growth, which will determine
how our growth corridors will develop 20 or 30 years
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into the future. These are overarching strategic plans for
what will be built into the future through sustainable,
livable, long-term development of Melbourne’s growth
areas and the urban growth boundary, which this
Parliament endorsed in August-September 2010. They
are comprehensive plans that go to the heart of
addressing supply and affordability issues.
As members would know from my contributions in this
chamber, this government is committed to ensuring that
we have adequate land supply. Our goal in our first year
is 50 000 lots by the end of March next year. We now
have 119 projects active in growth areas — up from
84 projects when we were elected — which is a 40 per
cent increase in just 11 months. This is having a price
impact; this is having a supply impact. It is incredibly
important to bring that land to market. These growth
corridor plans will be the overarching framework
within which to do that.
We have changed the law in relation to the growth
areas charge to enable works in kind to be considered
as part of an infrastructure solution in growth corridors.
We did that to ensure that we can bring forward state
infrastructure in growth areas at the time development
is occurring. That is incredibly important for areas such
as those that have been identified in the growth
corridors, and it is important to remind ourselves that
the policy wonks in the Labor Party opposed that
change. They opposed the initiative of bringing state
infrastructure to growth areas at a quicker rate than
could have been materialised otherwise.
Total employment in Melbourne in the September
quarter increased on a year-to-year figure by 20 550,
and the bulk of the increase was in the outer suburbs of
Melbourne, the increase there being 17 110.
Eighty-three per cent of new job growth has occurred in
growth areas of Melbourne. That is why the strategic
direction of these growth corridor plans to put in place
employment land, to identify areas that will have
commercial growth into the future and to concentrate
on complementary activities areas by defining their
boundaries, which is what we are doing, is incredibly
important.
The growth corridor plans will ensure livability, and
they will ensure open space and biodiversity outcomes.
More to the point, they work in a complementary way
with legislation we have already passed in relation to
works in kind, and they feed in as an indicator to our
metropolitan planning policy review that will ensure
that Melbourne grows sustainably, that Melbourne’s
growth areas are and remain livable and that we go
forward and continue to build Australia’s greatest
capital city. The amount of planning work that is being
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done will ensure that our growth corridors are livable
places not only in which to reside and to raise a family
but also in which to work and to invest.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan).

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. The minister
has already referred to it in one or two answers
previously, but could he explain to the chamber what is
the logic of senior counsel who represented the
Victorian Hospital Industrial Association and thereby
the government interest in this matter yesterday before
Fair Work Australia arguing against using the
conciliation provisions and mechanisms of Fair Work
Australia at this time?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — We are
very relaxed about conciliation; we think it is a good
approach. Nonetheless, the reality is that negotiations
had already begun and were proceeding. Further dates
for discussions and negotiation had been booked and
the government, or more correctly the VHIA (Victorian
Hospitals Industrial Association) in those
circumstances, basically took the view that the process
should continue. In those circumstances we were
surprised that conciliation was sought, given that there
were discussions proceeding. Equally, conciliation does
offer some advantages, and the government is relaxed
about that. We believe the VHIA will vigorously
pursue the conciliation. What we were surprised about
was the militant action of landing letters to announce
bed closures which was undertaken by Lisa Fitzpatrick
and the ANF whilst the conciliation was under way.
There is an incongruity in the idea that you want
conciliation but at the same time you are landing letters
indicating that bed closures will occur. I think that is the
answer.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — In
a sense I could have saved us all by not asking a
supplementary question, because I think the minister,
from the tone and spirit of his answer, has clearly
demonstrated that on the one hand he says he is relaxed
about conciliation and he quite welcomes it, but on the
other hand he concludes by wanting to have a whack at
the nurses. Has the minister confirmed that there is no
logic but that he reads a weathervane about the mood
and how he will try to corral workers rather than
entering into a constructive, structured process through
Fair Work Australia?
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The PRESIDENT — Order! It is a troubling
supplementary question, again.
Hon. D. M. Davis — I am happy to answer it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I know Mr Davis is
happy to answer it; he is happy to answer everything.
But my concern is precedent. The question, as I
understand it, was really about whether or not the
minister is using a weathervane. That might have been
theatrical and an interesting debating point, but I do not
believe it was a suitable supplementary question. I ask
Mr Jennings to rephrase the question, otherwise I will
suggest we move to the next question.
Mr JENNINGS — Thank you for your generosity
of spirit, President. I will leave my supplementary
alone.

Manufacturing: Geelong
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question
without notice is to the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations. I ask: can the minister update the
house on how the Baillieu government is strengthening
manufacturing in Geelong to encourage new
investment and employment opportunities for the
region?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member for his question. Mr Koch and I have an
understanding of the importance of Geelong as one of
Victoria’s leading manufacturing centres. On
2 November we had the opportunity to visit the great
city of Geelong. I was privileged in having Mr Koch
join me in visiting some of the innovative businesses
that provide employment opportunities.
My first visit with Mr Koch was to Huyck.Wangner
Australia Pty Ltd, where we announced a $100 000
grant to the company. I remind members opposite that a
few years ago, under Labor, this company shut its
doors. It was fantastic to see this company, which is the
last operation of its kind in Australia, reopen its doors
recently.
The grant has been designed to encourage investment
and support the development of regional businesses
with high-growth potential. The important thing, as we
saw, is that it is not only about local employment for
the current 70 staff there but also about the production
being export driven. Ninety per cent of the goods
exported will be for the niche high-end paper market in
South Korea, Indonesia, Thailand and China, to name a
few. The great news was that the grant will provide an
additional 30 new jobs for the region.
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On the same day I had the pleasure of officially
opening the manufacturing plant of RPC Technologies,
an advanced fibre, composite pipe manufacturing plant
in Corio. Just to put it into some context, the pipes that
are manufactured there are simply massive, as we saw,
and the technology involved and the way they are
constructed is amazing. In fact, some of the pipes were
as wide as this chamber. I do not need to say what goes
through those pipes, but needless to say they were very
large.
The plant is a great project for Geelong and the region,
and it reflects RPC’s confidence in the strength of the
local and national transport, defence and industrial
markets which the company services. The great news
from that visit and announcement was of the delivery of
100 new jobs for the Geelong region. We are
determined to see companies like RPC establish
world-class facilities in the Geelong region in terms of
their long-term economic competitiveness in
manufacturing and with the employment opportunities
that follow.
On the same day I was also fortunate to visit Baum
Cycles, a leading custom fabricator of bicycles. As
Darren Baum said, he is the Ferrari bike-maker in
Australia. The bikes are custom fitted, and there is a
three-month waiting list. We found out that he provides
fitted bikes for Cadel Evans, the recent winner of the
Tour de France. It is a great opportunity in a very
high-value, high-end manufacturing niche.
Also on the same day we proudly announced a
co-investment in the Geelong Manufacturing Council
and Deakin University industry innovation program.
This was a key election commitment made by the
government to benefit Geelong manufacturers. As a
result, manufacturing companies with limited research
and development scope will have access to established
researchers. We saw some of that in the carbon fibre
industries and other areas. By working with industry we
will deliver what is good for Geelong and what is great
for employment for that area.

Planning: green wedge logical inclusions
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
for the Minister for Planning. The logical inclusions
advisory council will be providing the minister with its
recommendations for development on Melbourne’s
green wedges. Many in the community have
complained that they were not given notice or sufficient
notice of the council process or indeed the Growth
Areas Authority process before that. As a result they
could not participate or could not participate fully in the
process. I ask: will the minister release the advisory
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committee report for public consultation before
responding to its recommendations so that those who
have missed out can have their say?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I have
said this about three or four times in this chamber now:
the logical inclusions that Mr Tee is talking about apply
to growth corridors, and the non-growth areas — which
are areas such as green wedges, which is what Mr Tee
is talking about — apply to non-growth corridors. The
premise of Mr Tee’s question is factually incorrect.
Supplementary question
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The growth
corridors process is the process that the advisory
council has provided the minister with a report on, and
my question is in relation to that report. Will the
minister allow further consultation with the
community? I take it from his answer that we should
assume he will not allow consultation. I ask: in those
circumstances, will it make any difference if the
community contacts him now directly before he makes
a decision so that the community can express its views
about the green wedges in those growth areas?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — Mr Tee
should assume from my answer that his original
question was factually incorrect, and he should get his
facts right before he questions me. I would simply
say — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Don’t question me!
Hon. M. J. GUY — I am happy to be questioned,
Mr Pakula, but the Australian Labor Party cannot even
get its facts right on an issue that has been around for
seven months — seven months! — and it still gets its
facts wrong in question time. It is no wonder he gets
treated with disdain when he cannot even get his basic
facts right. The shadow Minister for Planning does not
know the difference between a growth corridor and a
non-growth corridor. It is very simple. The Labor
government when it was in power determined what
would be a growth corridor and what would not. If
Mr Tee does not know the difference between those
two, 11 months into his job, he needs to go back and
read his own party’s policies.

Small technologies: government initiatives
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Technology, the Honourable
Gordon Rich-Phillips, and I ask: can the minister
inform the house of the Baillieu government’s plans for
the small technology sector?
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mr O’Brien for his question
and for his interest in the technology sector. The house
has heard me speak previously about the role the
Victorian government sees for technology in the
Victorian community. The potential for the
convergence of biotechnology, small technologies and
ICT in terms of driving innovation in the Victorian
economy, in driving productivity and driving
sustainability as well as improving health outcomes is
very significant. Mr O’Brien’s question related
specifically to the small technology area, and Victoria is
already well placed with a range of small technology
research and development opportunities. We already
have the Melbourne Centre for Nanofabrication, we
have the Victorian Centre for Advanced Materials
Manufacturing and we have the Small Technologies
Cluster, among others.
The next step in relation to small technologies is to
move to a commercialisation phase. Three weeks ago I
was pleased to release the second pillar of Victoria’s
Technology Plan for the Future, which relates to small
technologies. There are two key streams to the small
technologies element of the new plan; the first relates to
capability development. The objective of capability
development is to ensure that the research and
development entities in Victoria, the companies
operating in the small technologies sector in Victoria,
have an opportunity to grow their capability within their
organisations. The Victorian government recognises
that there is enormous potential for the sector in its own
right.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — We are very keen
through this plan to grow the capabilities within the
sector and provide new opportunities for the sector to
expand, particularly with international export
opportunities, Mr Viney.
The second element of the plan is in relation to
small-technology-enabled innovation for the broader
economy. This element is aimed at encouraging the
broader Victorian economy to embrace the potential of
small technologies. Within the enabled innovation
stream of the plan a number of key initiatives have been
included, one of which is a second round of the Small
Technologies Industry Uptake program. This is a
program that the previous government launched in
October 2010 and a number of grants were made in that
first round, including 14 feasibility voucher grants,
21 technical grants and 3 trial grants.
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The way in which the program operates is that basically
it allows companies within the Victorian economy that
are seeking access to small technologies to obtain a
voucher from the Victorian government for direct
supply from a small technologies company. It has been
a very successful program, and it has been included in a
second round of funding in the new Victorian
technology plan for the future.
I was very pleased to launch the second round of
funding under the technology plan three weeks ago.
This plan is very important for the further development
of the small technologies sector in Victoria. The
Victorian government for the first time is seeing the
potential of convergence between ICT, biotechnology
and small technologies, and we are determined to
ensure that these sectors prosper in the Victorian
economy in their own right and drive productivity for
the whole Victorian economy.

Wind farms: Lal Lal
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy. In
January this year the minister received an application
for an amendment to a permit held by Westwind for its
Lal Lal wind farm. It was seeking an extra 10 metres of
hub height and an extra 10 metres of length on the
blades. I have just now provided copies of the
photomontages Westwind provided as part of its
application. I know the minister has seen these photos
before. He has just refused the application on the basis
that the proposal would have unacceptable negative
visual impacts on the surrounding area. Can the
minister describe for me, possibly with reference to
these photos, what those unacceptable negative visual
impacts are?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) —
Mr Barber, I am not sure how that could be described in
Hansard, except to say that — —
Mr Viney — Trees would block the view too.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Calm down, Mr Viney; calm
down. In relation to Mr Barber’s question, there were a
number of issues which were factored into the
delegated refusal of the request to extend the blade and
the turbine height, not just the issue Mr Barber referred
to. The key reason is that if there were a substantial
change to a permit, it would trigger the new guidelines
that have been put forward. I point out that there are
still 64 or 65 turbines that are permitted, albeit I
understand that around 40 or so are within
1½ kilometres of homes. But that permit is still live — I
think from memory it is still live to early to
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mid-2013 — for an existing 64-turbine wind facility,
and we have simply advised the company involved that
should it wish to make a substantial change it would
need to go through a longer process.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I seek
leave to have the photomontages incorporated into
Hansard under standing order 12.16.
Leave granted; see photomontages pages 4431–4433.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
minister sat on the application all year until he
introduced some new planning rules: the requirement
that all proposals have the approval of any resident
living within 2 kilometres. There may be other
developers out there who would like to expand the size
of their wind turbines. This proposal would have led to
a 50 per cent increase in wind power output for no
additional turbines. Is it really the case that any
developer seeking an amendment to their permit, even
if it be to add only a few metres to the tip of a blade,
needs the permission of everybody within 2 kilometres
before that application can even be considered?
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — First of
all, who said the Greens cannot get a majority on their
point of view in this chamber, Mr Barber? The photos
are being incorporated, so you should be very pleased
with that.
Secondly, this is quite bizarre. I must say it is the first
time that Mr Barber has put a question to me in relation
to my wanting to intervene to expand someone’s
permit. When it is a high-rise building or an outer
suburban development, usually the Greens are having a
go at me for intervening to expand a permit. They have
to get their story straight on whether they want me to
intervene in permits or not.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Mr Barber is speaking of
changing rules. You cannot have one rule for wind
turbine applicants and another rule for everyone else,
which is what he is now asking me to do. There is a live
permit that still exists for 64 turbines to go ahead in that
area, which, as I said, is still permitted as at today.

Teachers: proposed national day of action
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is to the Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession, and I ask: can the minister advise
the house of the basis on which a memo was sent to
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government schools yesterday advising them on
matters relating to a proposed national day of action on
15 November?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister responsible for the
Teaching Profession) — I thank my colleague Mr Finn
for his question. Yes, it is true that yesterday a memo
was sent to all Victorian government schools on the
matter that Mr Finn referred to, the proposed national
day of action on 15 November. That memo was signed
by John Allman, the acting deputy secretary of the
Office for Government School Education. While I
consider this a management issue, and I would not
normally comment on what is a very sensible
management action, the fact that this memo has
attracted some negative publicity in the Australian and
the Age today warrants some clarification as to the
intent of and the basis on which this memo was
structured.
I quote for members of the chamber the exact content
of the memo, which says:
It is timely to remind school staff that they must not use,
directly or indirectly, the resources of the department or the
school or the students of the school for any activity other than
for official school purposes …

The memo goes on, but essentially that is the intent of
and the main points made in the memo. That has been
classified by some in articles in newspapers this
morning as being the application of a gag on teachers
and schools. There is an inference that there is some
political motivation for the issuing of such a memo.
Mr Finn asked me on what basis that memo was
constructed. I answer his question very directly by
pointing out to him and other members of the chamber
that the basis of that memo is what is contained in
ministerial order 199 of 2009, made at a time when
members other than members of the current
government were in government. I point this out purely
because of the fact that there is no political motivation.
Part (1) of 11.1.10 of that ministerial order says:
An employee must not use, directly or indirectly, the
resources of the department, school or students of the school
for any activity other than for official school purposes …

Those words seem remarkably similar to those in the
memo issued just yesterday by the department through
Mr Allman.
I want to make it abundantly clear to members of this
chamber and also to the press that there is no political
motivation and there is no gagging of schools in respect
of this matter. This is purely an application of a very
sensible ministerial order set by one of my
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predecessors, a previous Minister for Education. The
Baillieu government does not apply gags to schools.
They are free to engage in activities so long as those
activities are seen to be reasonable and are not inflicting
any undue or improper influence on the students at
those schools.

be an answer in the Parliament or will it be by
correspondence to me? I have not seen this before, and
I seek the minister’s guidance as to how the
government will provide me with a
whole-of-government answer to questions that have
been responded to by ministers.

I trust this clarifies matters for members of the chamber
and also for those who have written and commented on
such articles in today’s press.

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his point. I am not aware of those
specific questions, but if he wants to give me their
numbers, I will follow them up. I will seek some
information about that point.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I have
answers to the following nine questions on notice: 418,
452, 485, 638, 4023, 4025, 4028, 4058 and 8137.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I have
a number of questions on notice. Number 235 was put
on notice to the Minister for Public Transport 217 days
ago; 599, which is for the Minister for Roads, 210 days
ago; 789, 180 days ago; 793, 160 days ago; 2940,
74 days ago; 2941 in August; and 2942, 3565 and 4262.
I do not know what to do anymore because every
Wednesday I get up and ask for answers to these
questions. They are not being supplied. We have done
everything that was asked of us. The government is
obviously not willing to answer questions.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I will
take those on notice. I missed a couple of numbers in
the middle, and I will get those from Ms Hartland, if
that would be okay. I did follow up a number of
questions after the last sitting week, and I will do so
again.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
My question is a slightly different one. I actually seek
the minister’s guidance on a number of questions. I
have received some more answers today from the
Minister for Regional Cities, and in weeks gone by I
have received answers in a similar form from other
ministers. The questions are on public transport tickets
allocated to staff in the minister’s office, seconded
departmental staff, parking spaces et cetera. The
response I have received from this minister and a
number of ministers over a period of weeks now is ‘A
whole-of-government answer will be provided to this
question’.
As yet I have not received any whole-of-government
answer to any of those questions. My question to the
minister is: what is the form and the nature of that
whole-of-government answer that I will receive? Will it

The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has
obviously undertaken to provide further information to
assist Mr Pakula with his question, which I consider an
important question in terms of the response. Under our
standing orders ministers do have to provide a response
to this house. If it is a whole-of-government response, it
will still be an answer tabled for this house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
During the last sitting week I raised a string of
questions on notice for which I am still waiting on
answers. I have been furnished with one today, 8137.
My unanswered questions go back to March and April.
I am still waiting on answers to those questions.
Members opposite are saying, ‘Why do you keep
raising this? You never did last time’. I do not
remember having to wait six or seven months during
the last Parliament for questions to be answered.
Hon. M. J. Guy — You have got to be kidding me.
Ms PENNICUIK — I personally did not. Questions
are supposed to be answered in 30 days. I request that
the Leader of the Government get on to those very
outstanding questions that we have raised many times
in the house. It is not as if we are lodging large numbers
of questions. Questions on notice are important to us,
and we want answers to them.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not sure that
Ms Pennicuik’s statement was consistent with what we
understand to be the procedure of the house in
obtaining further information on outstanding questions
on notice. The only question she specifically referred to
is one for which an answer has been furnished, and the
rest was a comment on the difficulties with the process,
which I think amplifies what Ms Hartland was saying.
Although it is, as I said, inconsistent with what I
understand to be part of the process of the house, I will
allow the minister and Leader of the Government to
make brief comment in respect of how Ms Pennicuik’s
outstanding questions might be satisfied,

NURSES: ENTERPRISE BARGAINING
4382

COUNCIL

notwithstanding that they were not specifically
mentioned.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
glad one of those answers was provided today. I
understand there are still some outstanding. I did, as
with Ms Hartland and others, follow up some of the
questions following last sitting week. I will do so again
from the same list that was provided in the last sitting
week. I accept the point that the Greens are not asking
squillions of questions, and the government will
endeavour to provide answers to as many of those as it
can in the best possible time frame. There is quite a
distinction between the Greens and the opposition,
which is asking unprecedented numbers of questions on
notice. In stark contrast, when it was in government, the
current opposition failed to answer questions for three
or four years. But I will follow this up assiduously.

NURSES: ENTERPRISE BARGAINING
Debate resumed.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
very happy to return to this motion. I feel that this
matter was covered in large measure in question time,
so that may somewhat truncate the length of my
contribution at this point. In fact it may well have not
fitted perfectly with the standing orders that a series of
questions about enterprise bargaining agreements
(EBAs) was asked when a live motion was before the
chamber and indeed the minister was halfway through
his contribution about precisely that point. I make that
as a side point. I also make the point that I am very
happy to have answered the questions, and I am pleased
to have the opportunity to make those points to the
member.
The point I want to make here is that this EBA
negotiation falls very much within the framework of the
series of EBAs with which the Australian Nursing
Federation (ANF) has been involved over the last three
or four cycles. It is extraordinary to me that as we go
forward the more things change, the more they stay the
same. It is instructive to look at some of the
documentation from 2007, for example, and the public
commentary by parties to those EBA negotiations and
on behalf of the government in 2007.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other place,
Mr Andrews, was health minister in the last
government. He came under significant attack by the
ANF during that process. There is an instructive
summary provided by the ANF in the form of a
pamphlet that was distributed widely across the state at
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the time. The pamphlet is entitled ‘How the state
government’s offer will affect Victorian nurses’ and
goes to the issues about wage increases. The same point
that is being made now about relativities with other
states is also made in this pamphlet. Comparisons are
made in terms of salaries only and not the range of
conditions. Obviously the effectiveness and the ability
of a health system, with nurses being such a critical
component of it, is impacted on by the industrial and
framework conditions in which health workers,
particularly nurses, operate. That point about wage
increases and comparisons to other states is again being
made.
The skill mix issue is also in the 2007 pamphlet, as is
the introduction of assistants in nursing in acute care,
subacute care and high-care residential aged care. The
ANF was deeply opposed to any involvement of
nursing assistants in the process. I make the point that
almost every other state has a significant involvement
of nursing assistants. Clearly there is a role in trying to
match the skill mix to specific tasks. That obviously has
to be done in a way that protects the position of nurses
and their capacity to undertake their highly skilled and
educated role within the system. At the same time it
does not completely close out, in the way I think the
ANF seeks to do, any involvement whatsoever of
nursing assistants.
The two trials that have operated in Victoria in recent
years at the Austin and Bendigo hospitals have been
very successful. I have spoken to nurses from those
trials. They strongly support the use of nursing
assistants. The ANF has directly complained to me
about those trials and said they should not be
proceeding.
That is not a modern way to look at the future of the
nursing profession. It needs to be done in a way that is
thoughtful and that protects the skills and the capacity
of nurses to contribute but at the same time does not
rule out the involvement of nursing assistants. The
government, through the health services, particularly
through discussions that the Victorian Hospitals
Industrial Association has had with the ANF, has raised
the issue of nursing assistants, and there has been a
clear rebuff on any involvement there. Nurse-patient
ratios were broached in the 2007 ANF document. It
states that nurse-patient ratios are:
… to be undercut at the discretion of management, both shift
by shift and during a shift.

It is the same sort of point the opposition is incorrectly
making now. We seek to protect nurse-patient ratios but
with some modest local flexibility. That is not an
unreasonable approach. When you look at the

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE: REFERENCE
Wednesday, 9 November 2011

COUNCIL

workforce you can protect those ratios, but only with
appropriate support at the local level. The 2007
document attacks short shifts. The more things change,
the more they stay the same. You could transpose many
of the words used in 2007 and the attacks made on the
then Minister for Health with the attacks now being
made on the government.
If members think about the role of nursing assistants,
there is strong support from the Australian Productivity
Commission and from other states. Many people in the
health sector would like to see some sensible ongoing
role for nursing assistants and for proper matching of
tasks that will enable nurses to take on the higher duties
for which they are well and sensibly qualified.
I want to return to an Age article of 2007 that I have
quoted from before in this chamber. The article states:
… the government’s log of claims says senior nurses must be
able to roster above and below the existing fixed ratios in
times of high need or lesser need, based on the mix of
patients.

That was from the Brumby government’s log of claims
made by Daniel Andrews. That is the attack that has
been made on this government.
The Australian Nursing Federation state secretary, Lisa
Fitzpatrick, said the government was:
… trying to abolish the ratios to save money.
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The same article noted an attack by nurses on any
involvement whatsoever of nursing assistants. This was
in 2007 — it is a bit like Groundhog Day. As I said, the
more things change, the more they stay the same.
I am not going to say much more. The government will
continue to debate and engage in good-faith
negotiations with nurses. We will do that through
formal processes as required, although we would
happily have done so informally. Further, the
government will as its primary task ensure that public
safety and the safety of patients is paramount. If the
harsh imposition of the closure of one in three beds
begins to impact on patient safety, we will respond and
seek to take steps to guarantee public safety.
In conclusion, the motion moved by Mr Jennings is
misplaced, and it is mischief — and he understands it is
mischief. The government does not want to cut nurse
numbers. The government does not want to replace
nurses in an unsophisticated way, and it does not want
to damage the position of nurses in the workplace. We
will negotiate in good faith, and we will do so, as things
go forward, with public safety foremost in our minds.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LEANE
(Eastern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.

She was quoted as saying:
It’s very disappointing that they’re trying to do it yet again,
but essentially nurses will retain patient ratios but also they
will be improved …

A spokesman for Daniel Andrews said:
… Victoria’s health system was among the best in the world
and nurses were an important part of this.

I would fully agree with the notion that the role of
nurses is significant. I add that in the 1980s I helped
fold envelopes for earlier campaigns, which might
surprise many members — but perhaps it does not!
The spokesman was quoted as saying:
Our health system is facing significant change … This change
is taking place in the community’s expectations and demands,
the nature of health services …
We need to equip our health services and our nurses to meet
these challenges and also recognise nurses own desire for
improved work-family balance.
The major outcomes we are seeking are better matching nurse
workloads with patient needs and ensuring a fairer
work-family balance for nurses.

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE:
REFERENCE
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house requires the Law Reform Committee to
inquire into, consider and report within 12 months of the
passing of this resolution on the benefits of establishing a
compensation scheme for adults who suffered abuse, neglect
or a lack of care in out-of-home care, as an alternative to the
current situation where victims can only make claims for
damages, which can be an expensive, risky and drawn-out
process.

This motion is about the forgotten Victorians who were
placed in institutions or out-of-home care during the
last century and suffered abuse, neglect or a lack of
care. When we speak of forgotten Victorians we
include children who were orphans and those who had
families. We include children who were born in
Victoria and child migrants who were brought to this
country. We include Aboriginals and Torres Strait
Islanders who were in care in Victoria. We also include
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people who no longer live in Victoria. I would like to
add to that list.

debate, but one barrier I hope we can all cross is that we
have an obligation.

This week many of us are wearing poppies for
Remembrance Day, and some of the people from the
Care Leavers Australia Network (CLAN) have
reminded me that many of them were taken away
because of the war — because their fathers were off at
war and their mothers were not given financial
assistance to be able to cope at home. When we wear
the poppies we should also remember those people.

These adults were wards of the state and were harmed
in state care. We may share the obligation with other
institutions, such as religious institutions, but we have
an obligation not just because we are the state of
Victoria but because we are part of the same society. I
am not an expert on the sort of assistance that would be
the most useful to care leavers. I will float a few
suggestions, and I expect to hear more during the
debate. There is enough experience in Victoria,
interstate and overseas for a parliamentary committee to
distil the ideas into recommendations.

Many of the forgotten Victorians are now senior
citizens. All of them are adults, and most of them are of
a mature age. Over the past few years I have met with
and listened to the stories of members of CLAN. You
cannot hear the stories and not feel the pain and despair
caused by their brutal treatment as children when they
were in state or church care. While I speak on behalf of
this group today, if this motion is successful, they will
be able to speak for themselves, which is incredibly
important because I have not experienced what they
experienced. They need to be able to speak for
themselves. The stories I have heard are of widespread
physical and sexual abuse, but equally damaging was
the psychological abuse.
I am lucky that my imagination can cut out before I
have to picture the beatings and sexual abuse. If you
have not experienced it, you are lucky too. Care leavers
do not have to imagine it; they lived it. Imagine being
called by a number instead of your name. Imagine
having your arms put in plaster because you sucked
your thumb. Films like Oranges and Sunshine help us
to understand the torture that some of these kids went
through, and I say ‘torture’ because nobody cared.
There was nobody to turn to, nowhere to run and
nobody to rescue them. They could call out for help all
they liked, but nobody could hear them. I want to be
able to go back in time and do something to rescue
them, but I cannot do that. It has happened. But, God, I
would like to meet some of the monsters who did this
to these children.
However, we cannot turn back the clock. We have to
fix what is happening now. We have to deal with the
people who survived this terrible abuse and who are
living lives that are still impacted upon by the neglect
and abuse they encountered. We did not hear them
calling for help when they were children, but some of
them are calling out for help right now. One thing I
know for sure is that we have an obligation to do
something practical, useful and valuable for care
leavers. I have just used the word ‘obligation’. I expect
to hear a lot of different ideas and contributions in this

I will put the motion into the context of what has been
done in Victoria, in other states and overseas. In the last
13 years there has been a series of reports and
investigations at state and national levels in Australia,
including the Forgotten Australians report and three
Senate inquiries. Some unanimous recommendations,
like an apology, have finally been acted on. Other
unanimous recommendations, like a reparations fund
for children abused in institutional care as well as for
those abused in out-of-home care, have been taken up
by some states.
Queensland introduced a limited redress scheme in
May 2007, which closed in September 2008. It offered
a two-level system of payment that was capped. The
system was flawed in many ways because whole
categories of people were missed out. In South
Australia the government and church groups formally
apologised in June 2008. Recently the South Australian
government has allowed victims of sexual abuse to
apply for payments through the Victims of Crime Act
2001. However, this excludes those physically and
emotionally abused. South Australia is now formally
considering a redress scheme.
In April 2005 the West Australian government issued
an apology to people who were harmed whilst in care.
In 2007 the West Australian government established a
redress scheme for children abused or neglected in state
care. It was initially capped at a maximum
$80 000 payment, then it was reduced by the present
government to $45 000. Last week the redress scheme
ended.
I will dwell on Western Australia just for a moment
because it is a recent example of redress payments. On
one hand there has been criticism about the size of
payments and how the scheme was handled. Some
people felt betrayed by the government cutting the
scheme — and we are talking about people who have
already been betrayed again and again. Some people
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were re-traumatised by the application process. On the
other hand, I have a letter from Tracy Kallenberg which
I have permission to read out. I think it speaks volumes
about the value of redress payments. It says:
Hello to everyone. Just writing a few words about receiving
redress in WA.
Because of illness I got my payment mid last year. It was a
huge relief, and even though they cut our payments in half, it
still meant that I could use the money to help my family now.
It was like turning a whole chapter, not just a page, in the
whole process.
I had two friends, both deceased now, who I shared some
quality times with and could afford not to count pennies, and
it was like a gift to them to see them enjoy themselves, laugh
a bit and take their minds off what was ahead.
I got all new appliances and a brand-new bed — never had
one before, so that is a treat, Various other things me and my
son got that he’ll never have to buy again, so it was well spent
and very much appreciated. After all, it could’ve turned the
other away and we’d get nothing.
I think it’s wrong that other states aren’t having redress for
people affected. The federal government made the apology,
and all people should be given these payments. It is the least
that they can do. I cannot believe other states are behind; it’s
usually Western Australia that’s the last to do anything.
Good luck, and keep up the pressure on all those other states.
I wish you well.

What impressed me about this letter was that Tracy had
choices. She bought some basic, good-quality
household items that people on low incomes always
struggle to purchase and she decided to spend time with
friends. She describes that as a small luxury and as a
gift. When she bought a new fridge she did not have to
make an application or show a card saying that she was
a charity case — it was her money to set herself up, and
the money signified something above and beyond the
dollar value. You can tell this by the writing; she says it
turned a whole chapter, not just a page.
In August 2003 the Tasmanian government announced
a redress scheme for children abused in state care. The
government also made an apology. The scheme was
initially opened for a few months with payments
capped at $60 000, but it was reopened for three more
rounds of applications with a lower payment cap of
$35 000. It is still open today. There were a few
hundred applications in each of rounds 1 and 2. There
were about 1000 applications in round 3 because it was
open for longer, and there have been about
420 applications in round 4 with a few still trickling in.
It should be possible for the Ombudsman in Tasmania
to identify a time to close this program, because
applications will decline overall and successful
applications will form a smaller percentage of all
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applications. All up Tasmania has spent about
$50 million in ex gratia payments to about 1500 people.
My office spoke to the department in Tasmania about
the process. It interviews each applicant and
investigates each claim individually to see whether, on
the balance of probabilities, the claimed abuse
occurred, but it tries to avoid a process which
re-traumatises the applicant. There is a taped interview,
a statutory declaration and a police check. They ask
each person why they have not come forward earlier,
but it is not like a court hearing. By now they know the
details of the institutions and the names of foster carers
where abuse was commonplace, so the new claims are
easier to assess.
The Tasmanian Ombudsman reviewed the scheme after
round 2 and will likely do so again after round 4. The
Ombudsman review after round 2 is very interesting.
Most people who applied were eligible for
compensation. Of the 423 eligible claimants nearly 70
were over 47 years of age and nearly 70 per cent were
male. Thirty identified as indigenous Tasmanians.
Thirteen were British child migrants. Thirty-six cases
were able to be referred to the police for further
investigation. If that process was not in place, those
36 cases would not have gone to the police.
The most common outcomes that people wanted were a
transcript of the interview and an apology —
acknowledgement that the abuse occurred. When you
speak to people from CLAN you learn that one of the
most important things is to have what has happened to
them acknowledged. People also wanted access to
departmental files, counselling, assurance that today’s
system prevents the type of abuse that the claimants
suffered and to tell these stories and be believed.
The New South Wales government made an apology in
2005, but nothing more has happened. Care leavers can
apply for compensation through the victims of crime
legislation, but it is very limited and difficult to do
so — for example, not everyone can access their
records for the evidence the tribunal needs.
In Victoria, on 9 August 2006, the then Premier, Steve
Bracks, made an apology in the Victorian Parliament to
all those who suffered abuse, neglect and lack of care in
out-of-home care. The leaders of the Liberal Party and
The Nationals and the then Minister for Community
Services also made statements, and that was a good day
in Victoria. In 2008 the Brumby government
announced it would not establish a redress scheme but
would instead deal with abuse claims on a case-by-case
basis. There are just so many problems with victims
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seeking justice through a claim for damages that I will
come back to it later.
In 2009 the Brumby government announced a
memorial for care leavers, which was built at
Southbank. Open Place was also established during the
Brumby government’s time in office. It is funded by the
Victorian government to provide support and advocacy
for forgotten Victorians wherever they currently live.
Open Place has been so successful in reaching out to
forgotten Victorians that it is now facing some financial
difficulty. The organisation has had to stop any new
applications to life skills and medical needs programs
until next year’s funding for the brokerage scheme
comes through.
Open Place is in discussion with the current
government about the best way forward, including
whether brokerage is the best way to reach those needs.
I hope those discussions are fruitful, because at this
stage care leavers with medical needs cannot apply for
assistance, and that is a terrible state of affairs. If those
discussions amount to something, then we will be able
to say that the Baillieu government has at least made
some gesture towards care leavers.
Without criticising Open Place, it must be put on record
that some care leavers refuse to use it because it is
hosted at a Berry Street site. In the past Berry Street
was a provider of institutional care, and it would be
naive to expect that no child was abused in its care in
the past. On its website Berry Street has sincerely
apologised. It is a caring and appropriate organisation
and one of the leaders in the field of child protection
and family support. Other care leavers say seeking
assistance through a service provider in a piecemeal
way makes them feel like charity cases, always having
to plead for bits of assistance here and there. As Leonie
Sheedy from CLAN said to me last week, ‘How would
you feel if you had to tell someone your whole sad-sack
story just to get a few caps on your teeth?’. Open Place
is valuable, but it is only part of the solution.
A recent CLAN survey called ‘Struggling to keep it
together’ showed some of the long-term financial
impacts of being a care leaver. The report surveyed
577 people; 59 per cent had no person in paid
employment in their household, and 53 per cent said
they would definitely not be able to raise $2000 in a
crisis like a death in the family.
I will now return to my motion and run through some
of what I see as the essential elements. The Law
Reform Committee is an appropriate place to make an
inquiry about the benefits of compensation. The
committee can review the existing reports and consult
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the forgotten Victorians themselves. I think that is one
of the most important parts of this — that people who
are forgotten Victorians can speak for themselves. In
the motion I have used the word ‘benefits’ without
limiting it. The committee could consider the benefits
to the state as well as the benefits to care leavers. The
motion refers to a compensation scheme, but I am not
limiting the scope of what the committee may consider
to be compensation. I would certainly consider a
redress fund, but the committee might also consider
other ideas, like a type of gold card for services, as part
of the solution.
I have used the terms ‘abuse’, ‘neglect’ and ‘lack of
care’. This is quite broad but at the same time limits the
scope of things that damage people. I refer to
out-of-home care because I wanted to encompass all
forgotten Victorians. Some of the schemes in other
states limit their scope to people who were directly in
the care of the state, leaving out people who were
abused in religious institutions or other homes, but
these people were placed there by the state. There is
nothing to stop the committee making
recommendations about working with other institutions
like the various churches to provide compensation.
I have made specific reference to the problem in
Victoria of the current system where victims can only
make claims for damages. The current system of
making claims on a case-by-case basis puts people in a
very difficult situation, facing a number of legal
hurdles. Some of the adults we are talking about are
functionally illiterate because part of their abuse
included being sent out to work when they were
children instead of getting an education or because they
were unable to concentrate in class due to the trauma of
abuse.
My office spoke to Kevin, who lives in Donald. The
CLAN group in Donald has about 14 members, and 3
of those 14 members cannot read or write properly
because they were denied an education. How can we
expect someone who cannot read or write properly to
take on a claim for damages?
The adversarial nature of the current system means that
care leavers have to go into court against the state or the
institution where they were abused, and they can expect
their claim to be opposed. They have to face up and
fight, and if they win, they have to pay the lawyer fees.
I want to make sure the committee considers
alternatives like deeming people to qualify for
compensation if they were in care at places and times
where we already know abuse was ongoing.
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There have been enough inquiries at the federal level to
tell us that there were particular institutions during
particular times where children were abused, neglected
or lacked care — for example, where lack of education
was ongoing or where all kids lived in an atmosphere of
violence, fear and lack of care, even if some kids were
singled out more than others for physical abuse. Apart
from reducing the burden for the applicants, it would
also be an advantage to not re-traumatise people by
making them dredge up every memory of abuse and lay
the memories out to be judged by the same state that
left them to be neglected and abused in the first place.
The committee can also consider the benefits to the
state of simplifying the application process. Before I
finish, I would like to remind this house how important
it is that we do not delay. As I said earlier, many
forgotten Victorians are now senior citizens, and most
are of at least a mature age. There are health impacts
from suffering abuse, neglect and lack of care, so many
care leavers are in poor health. If there is one thing I do
not want to hear in this debate, it is that we should
consider delaying, finding out more or doing more. The
work has been done. Let us refer this to a committee so
we can figure out the best way to assist people.
As I said, a parliamentary committee may look at a
range of ideas: a gold card system, counselling, Open
Plan or compensation. There is a whole series of ways
in which people can be assisted.
When we talk about the limits of time, this was
certainly brought home to me by Leonie Sheedy’s
family’s story. Leonie is a gutsy individual. Anybody
who has ever had to deal with her knows it. She will tell
you exactly what is going on, and you are going to
listen. I really admire her, and we are so lucky she did
not get the courage squashed out of her. Leonie’s six
brothers and sisters were scattered and mostly found
each other as adults. Her brother Anthony was very
badly abused. I will not talk out loud about what
happened to him because it is just too awful — the
isolation, the tortuous abuse — and you can read about
it in the report. But that is no use to Anthony now.
Leonie and her brother found each other a few years
ago, but Anthony only knew the comfort of a family for
a couple of years. He died in July this year. Anthony
went through the entire process of making a claim and
talking about his life experience, but he did not live to
receive compensation. He died the same day that he
received a letter advising of a date for a settlement
conference, two years after he lodged his claim. This
really underlines for me that delaying help means
denying help.

4387

I am glad this state has apologised to the forgotten
Victorians, and I am glad there is a memorial where we
can all go and have a good cry. Having dealt with some
of these people now, I am finding this speech quite
difficult because their pain is just so obvious and I do
not want to be part of a system that makes it continue. I
am glad we have Open Place. These things have value,
but they are not the full picture. The forgotten
Victorians are only calling for help because they were
damaged in Victoria while they were wards of the state.
It may not be our generation’s fault, but it is our
generation’s responsibility. They have a right to be
heard. My motion calls for investigation and report, but
let us not beat about the bush: I want that report to have
strong recommendations, and whatever they are, the
government should act on them instead of letting them
sit on a shelf.
Parliament should consider a report with
recommendations as a good thing. We could see it as
expert guidance so that we have the best chance of
offering compensation that is meaningful and useful,
giving us the opportunity, where the wounded people
live, to heal those wounds and make their lives better.
This would be good for the history of Victoria.
I want to thank the members of CLAN because,
knowing them, I have learnt about courage, dignity and
just never giving up and always fighting on, and I know
for many of them the reason they are doing this is that
they do not want what happened to them to be repeated.
We need to listen to them so that we do not make the
same mistakes again.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like to commend Ms Hartland for bringing this motion
to this place, for the passion and commitment that she
has shown to forgotten Victorians and Australians and
for the poignant contribution she has just made. Some
of us in this chamber were here in 2006; we listened to
forgotten Victorians and were part of a debate that was
challenging, poignant, sad and frustrating. It was
bipartisan, we did all listen, and I think it was a moment
that showed this Parliament and its parliamentarians —
and I see that Ms Mikakos is here, and she was part of
the whole process at the time — in the best possible
light. It showed a compassionate Victoria. It showed a
Victoria that recognised that there had been wrongs
committed and that something needed to be done, and it
went a long way towards agreeing on what that may be.
We must not forget that Ms Hartland’s motion is not
about whether or not there are forgotten Victorians and
forgotten Australians or whether or not horrendous
things were perpetrated against children in state care in
the past, and it is not about what has happened since
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2006. In her own words, it is about where we go from
here. Ms Hartland said that she felt an inquiry would
come up with a list of recommendations that needed to
be acted upon. For those of us who were part of the
2006 debate, that is what we believed too. That is
exactly what we believed, and I would have to suggest
that places like the memorial and Open Place and a
whole range of other counselling and opportunities that
were put in place did start that process.
I will take this opportunity to go back and look at what
has happened, because 2006 is a government ago and in
many instances a lifetime ago. It is important for us to
reflect upon history and to see what those of us in this
living memory have done for reparation towards
forgotten Australians and Victorians. As Ms Hartland
rightly pointed out, there have been many Senate
inquiries, there have been inquiries in every state and
there have been inquiries overseas. As I have
mentioned, we have been through the 2006 motion in
this Parliament, and a very poignant report was
completed by the federal Senate.
Before I get to that I want to remind everyone of what
we are dealing with here in Victoria, because I think it
puts it into perspective. Since 1928 about
90 000 Victorian children have been put into care.
There was, as Ms Hartland mentioned — and
Ms Mikakos and I were very much part of the
process — a very deep and heartfelt apology made by
the Parliament under a government led at the time by
former Premier Steve Bracks. I put on the record that
the then Leader of the Opposition, Ted Baillieu, gave a
particularly poignant account, and I encourage people
to go back and read in Hansard exactly what he said.
One of the prominent political journalists of the time
was Paul Austin, and on Friday, 11 August 2006, in an
editorial opinion article entitled, ‘A few words may
mean a great deal to those who suffered’, he said:
It was too long coming. It did not go far enough. It was
bitterly criticised by some of the very people to whom it was
offered — haunted souls who have every right to their
bitterness. Yet the apology made by the Parliament of
Victoria this week to former wards of state was a proud
moment in the history of this state.
…
At 3.00 p.m. on August 9, 2006, in the Parliament of Victoria,
some forgotten Australians were remembered. It was about
time.

That is the framework within which we are debating
today’s motion introduced by Ms Hartland. I will now
go back to the detail of the report released in August
2004 by the Senate Community Affairs References
Committee entitled Forgotten Australians — A Report
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on Australians Who Experienced Institutional or
Out-of-Home Care as Children. In doing this, I reiterate
that none of these facts can be refuted. The Senate had
an extensive inquiry into forgotten Australians and
came up with some remarkable heartfelt and
heart-wrenching conclusions, recommendations and
personal experiences.
I believe the results of the Law Reform Committee
inquiry requested by Ms Hartland have already been
achieved. It is for this reason that the government will
not be supporting this motion. This work has been
done. It is, as Ms Hartland said, about the future and
where we go into the future that is important.
Ms Hartland said, ‘Let’s not just have another inquiry
and recommendations but let’s act upon them’. I
believe that from 2006 these issues and the
recommendations that have been out there since this
very comprehensive report was produced by the Senate
have been acted upon and are being acted upon. More
can always be done, but let us go back to 2004 and
reflect on the issues that were being dealt with at that
time, and as I said, the facts speak for themselves and
cannot be refuted.
Appendix 7 to the report, at page 409, is headed, ‘Date
in care and forms of abuse described by care leavers in
submissions’. There were hundreds of submissions
made in the process leading up to this report by the
Senate, and they are listed, if members care to look at
them, in that appendix attached to the report. They are
comprehensive and Australia wide, but there are also
many Victorian submissions. It is very salutary to read
the figures in table 7A, headed ‘Care leavers by date
placed in care’, which details that in the 1920s there
were 4 people in care, or 1.3 per cent; in the 1930s there
were 25 people, or 8.4 per cent; in the 1940s there were
69 people, or 23.2 per cent; in the 1950s there were
94 people, or 31.4 per cent; in the 1960s there were 70,
or 23.4 per cent; in the 1970s there were 21, or 7 per
cent; in the 1980s there were 3, or 1 per cent; and in the
1990s to the present there have been 13, or 4.3 per cent.
These statistics come from submissions made to the
inquiry; they are not Australia wide. The explanatory
notes to this table say in part:
The figures in table 7A give an indication of the period when
the care leavers who provided submissions were in care. The
date used is when the care leaver was first placed in care as
many were in homes for a span covering more than one
decade. It should be noted that the dates in care were not
provided in a number of submissions.

I outline the importance of this because it is relevant.
These people made very detailed submissions to the
2004 report process. This is relevant information that
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would come out in any report we could do here in
Victoria, should Ms Hartland’s motion be successful.
It is important to reflect upon the types of abuse
detailed in submissions to the Senate inquiry. Table 7B,
headed ‘Forms of abuse experienced by care leavers’,
details that 289 care leavers, or 32.7 per cent, were
affected in some way or another by emotional abuse;
315 people, or 35.5 per cent, experienced physical
abuse; 186 people, or 20.9 per cent, suffered sexual
abuse; 66 people, or 7.6 per cent, complained of child
labour exploitation; and 33 people, or 3.3 per cent,
experienced neglect.
We can see that much of this has not changed, and if we
were to have an inquiry again today, those numbers
would not change. Ms Hartland mentioned some
explicit examples from people she has been speaking to
recently, but it is important to reflect upon the report
and some of the evidence that was given in 2004. Once
again, if we were to have an inquiry today, these same
examples would not change; they are still there. I agree
with Ms Hartland’s suggestion that the care leavers are
now getting older and are dealing with another set of
issues, but the original abuse and things that happened
are not going to change. If we were to have another
inquiry by this Parliament, we would be dealing with
what has happened to those people all over again.
Let me remind this chamber of what some of those
issues were. At page 92 under the heading ‘Lack of
love and affection’ the report states:
Growing up and developing as a person without receiving
love and affection has possibly been the single most
influential and tragic legacy of life in institutional care for
every care leaver.

These are some of the examples:
I feel like I grew up as a worm, as I felt I was beneath
everybody …
I was never shown any love at all you were just a number to
them not even a name …
We had no nurturing, no love, no hugs, no kisses all necessary
in one’s upbringing, it was nearly 45 years before we could
hug each other when we met and talk openly about what we
had been through.

Another example states:
I was trying to get some caring or love from anyone. I
remember talking to the laundry lady and trying to get some
caring from her but it seemed that all the adults in the place
were totally cold to the children.

A further example states:
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The most difficult part of all this is the fact that you had
no-one to turn to for some form of comfort. You just bury it,
no way to deal with it … You’d learn to hide emotions in this
place, because you might get strapped for it as I did.

Finally, an example from the Ballarat orphanage states:
There was no-one to trust, to confide in, to cuddle, to read us
bedtime stories. No-one gave us an affectionate ‘Goodnight’
or stopped for a chat. And yet all the while I ached with a
question that would not go away: ‘What can be so wrong with
our parents that makes it better to be brought up by such cruel
and uncaring people as this?’.

That can never be taken away — not ever — and is
something we should all be very mindful of.
We must also look at punishment. For us in this
chamber today and for other parents who are loving,
caring and understanding, dealing with children in a
disciplinary sense has come a long way, but this motion
is dealing with children who were at the mercy of the
vagaries of people who must have been very sadistic.
I turn to some of the forms of punishment referred to on
pages 96 and 97 of the report. The first is from
Nazareth house in Camberwell.
Punishment, we were caned with cricket stump … If you
spoke out, you were caned. If you let your hair grow and a
nun didn’t like it, she would make you have it cut like a boy,
as well as cane you. No-one had long hair.

Another one says:
Punishment could mean extra duties, a good talking to,
withdrawal of privileges, or if the superintendent was
involved, you could be in for a good beating, especially if he
lost his temper.

The next is from Ormond:
At Ormond the punishment there for being disobedient, such
as talking when you weren’t supposed to, consisted of
scrubbing cement courtyards on your hands and knees with a
toothbrush (I have always been curious, with the amount of
girls scrubbing courtyards with toothbrushes, why the
department never wondered why so many were needed).

I cannot begin to think about that. The next is from
Burwood:
I loved to climb trees and walk along the fence tops. For this I
was caned. The joy of climbing the trees outweighed the pain
of the caning.

This one is not from Victoria, but it is interesting to
read in any case:
Any glancing sideways or looking up was met with what Ben
said was the standard punishment that occurred at Tamworth
Boys Home. This was the loss of a meal or the loss of all
meals over a period of 24 to 48 hours. The punishment for
boys who habitually broke the rule was being made to wear a
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cardboard cereal box that had two holes cut for eyes. The boy
had to keep wearing the box until it fell to pieces. Ben recalls
that later a set of leather blinkers was made, similar to those
that a horse would use, and the boy had to wear these for a set
number of days.

Further:
The punishment inflicted was to have her hair shaved off, and
she (a young girl of 7 or 8) was compelled to wear a sugarbag
as a dress all day for a period of time. She even wore it to
school, which was a public school some distance from the
institution, and the children had to walk along public streets to
get to this school. It would be difficult to imagine the trauma
that this child was compelled to suffer, or the effect it would
have had on her in later life.

There are two more I will read:
A form of punishment practised in some institutions was to
force younger boys to have fist fights or boxing matches with
older and stronger boys, thereby enlisting older boys to inflict
the punishment. Holding mismatched boxing bouts was also
seen as ‘entertainment’ for the staff at some institutions.

And finally:
The handing out of punishment was also seen as a method of
controlling the children. Those children perceived as leaders
or simply highly respected by their peers would be ‘targeted’
and regularly punished so as to serve as an example to the
others.

In the contribution I made in 2006 I spoke at some
length about the punishments given to bed-wetters. We
only have to read the latest parenting journals to see
how children who are bed-wetters are dealt with today;
it is with compassion, understanding and the knowledge
that a child’s bed-wetting is indicative of their
underlying problems and concerns. I will revisit some
of the punishments given to people who were
bed-wetters. These are recounted on page 98 of the
report.
As I was a bed-wetter, I used to be belted daily. They used to
throw me under a cold shower then belt me really hard with a
large strap while I was wet. This was extremely painful
especially in winter and left big red marks on my body. They
also used to rub my face in the wet sheets and then my
brother had to wash them.

This next is from Geelong:
The bed-wetters received such humiliation, they would have
to parade around the room with their wet smelly sheets
draped over their shoulders.

Here is another one:
If any boy wet his bed, he would be ridiculed in front of
everyone, and at times be dressed as a girl.

Is it any wonder that today those care leavers have
problems — deep-seated, ongoing problems? But how
do we address them? How do we look at them? How do
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we go forward and make it better for the people who
were the recipients of torture? I use the word ‘torture’
in the way I explained earlier.
If this motion succeeds, another government committee
will be established and another report produced on this
matter. Is that really the way to go? We would see
another set of recommendations, some of which may be
implemented and some of which will not be
implemented. I noted that Ms Hartland said we should
be looking at a series of different options, like issuing
gold passes or perhaps providing counselling, but we
do provide counselling and there are programs. I will
come back to these matters later.
There are programs that all Victorians can access. All
Victorians who have experienced trauma of some sort
or another and are ageing can access these services. It
reflects well on us as a community that we have
programs in place that can be accessed by all Victorians
who are in need of escape from domestic violence or
mental illness, people who have drug and alcohol
problems or people who have been abused in one way
or another. People with such needs have opportunities
to get the very best help and assistance it is possible to
get. However, we have to be realistic.
Ms Hartland gave an example of someone from Care
Leavers Australia Network who was receiving
payments and was able to have a new bed and
television. I am not so certain that that is the sort of
thing that we should be looking at. We are dealing with
people who are scarred and have some very
deep-seated issues. To me, a new bed, as nice as it
might be, is almost like a bandaid. It is almost
patronising. We have to work far more quickly. The
bed will wear out; the mattress will become old; but the
problems will not go away. We have to make certain
that there are proper programs in place so that as people
age they can access all these assistance measures and
their emotional and psychological needs can be
properly addressed.
In 2004 the federal Senate’s Community Affairs
References Committee went into a lot of detail in its
report to try to quantify the costs of remuneration. It
looked at what type of remuneration and reparation
could be provided. As Ms Hartland intimated, it is
important that there is some reparation. She believes it
is important that a memorial is built at Southbank. I
agree with that. Is this sufficient reparation? How do we
look into that, and how is yet another inquiry, like the
one Ms Hartland has suggested, going to help what we
are dealing with here? Let me read some of the
concerns of the federal Senate inquiry, because an
inquiry by the Law Reform Committee would face
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exactly the same concerns. These matters have been
grappled with in Victoria, Tasmania, Queensland and
Western Australia, but also in Canada, Ireland and
other nations. These matters are not unique to Australia.
It is a major problem to determine how you go about
providing reparation. On page 214 the report states:
The Law Reform Commission of Canada proposed a number
of criteria by which redress processes/packages might be
assessed. These include:
Respect, engagement and informed choice — does the
process satisfy the values of respect and engagement?
Does it offer the information necessary for survivors to
make an informed choice about participating in the
process?
Fact-finding — can the process uncover all the
important facts to validate whether abuse took place?
Accountability — do those administering the process
have the authority to hold people and organisations to
account for their conduct?
Fairness — is the process fair to all the parties affected
by it?

I suggest to this chamber that if we were to set up an
inquiry and look into each and every one of those
points under that section — and I must say that the
report contains another four or five points — the Law
Reform Committee inquiry could potentially go on for
another decade. How are the people now who were
affected by the very tortures that I explained and
outlined before? Where will they be in another
10 years? Will they be happy with another inquiry?
Would it make their lives better now? I do not think so.
Under the heading ‘International law and reparation’,
this report states:
The right to reparations for wrongful acts has long been
recognised as a fundamental principle of law essential to the
functioning of legal systems. The obligation to provide
reparations for human rights abuses, especially gross
violations of human rights, has more recently been recognised
under international treaty and customary law, decisions of
international bodies such as the United Nations Human
Rights Committee and the Inter-American Court of Human
Rights, national laws and practices and municipal courts and
tribunals.

I would suggest that such auspicious authorities as the
ones I have just mentioned — the United Nations
Human Rights Committee and the Inter-American
Court of Human Rights et cetera — have huge
resources, and they have looked into this in enormous
depth. In dealing with these matters in Victoria we can
certainly reinvent the wheel and have a committee
which goes in and looks at very much the same sorts of
things and comes up with some recommendations, but
is that going to make a difference? Is that going to
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make a difference to some of those 90 000 Victorians
who were put into care all those years ago? I think that
is a question that answers itself.
One of the problems, if we were to go down this track,
would be in actually locating records. Legal systems
being what they are, it would be difficult to try to come
up with the evidence that would be needed to mount a
case to say that you were in fact the one who had all of
these things happen to you. I would suggest the
record-keeping was not fabulous. Why would the very
torturers who were carrying out what was morally
indefensible have kept a record of this? I am not so
certain that they would have done, but in regard to
accessing records, section 9.24 on page 259 of the
report states:
Records that could provide care leavers with details of their
childhoods are often scattered across a number of agencies
and stored in a variety of locations. These might range from
state child welfare departments, courts, homes and
non-government agencies. Some records have also been
moved to state archives and libraries. This makes the task of
accessing the relevant records especially difficult. The
Australian Society of Archivists special interest group on
indigenous issues noted that ‘records can be everywhere and
are rarely in the one place’.

That applies not only to indigenous records but to
records for care leavers as well.
Do we want to put people who have been so
traumatised through yet more trauma, more hope —
perhaps unjustified hope — to try to find these records
in order to be able to prove that they were in a certain
place at a certain time and therefore get reparation? Is
that what we are hoping to do? Is that one of the
recommendations that could be made out of a report
such as that which is being sought here today? I think
that is leading people to false hope and leading them to
spend valuable time that they could spend getting on
with their lives and living fruitful lives. I think it could
be very time consuming and may not always lead to an
outcome that people are going to feel happy about or be
encouraged to expect.
Interjections from gallery.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Crozier) —
Order! I ask visitors in the gallery to refrain from
speaking.
Mrs COOTE — In relation to searching for records
the report also said — and any organisation we set up
would come to the same conclusions — on page 257, in
section 9.14:
Other organisations have also established services to assist
care leavers. However, the committee was disturbed to hear
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stories of requests to care providers for information being met
with a total lack of understanding, capacity or willingness to
provide assistance. In some instances no effort was made to
assist the information seeker by reference to other groups that
might have been able to help or provide advice.

Let us say you could find this information and you were
lucky enough and fortunate enough to be able to cobble
together all of the records that you needed to be able to
mount your case. The problem would then be that we
would have an issue across this country of time
limitations. We have an issue of how you go and look
into something that happened such a long time ago and
make it legally binding.
Therefore this begs the question — and Ms Mikakos is
a former lawyer, so she might be able to throw some
light on this in her contribution — do we then have to
go back and change the legislation retrospectively to
make certain that the things that happened to these
people in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s fall within the
time limits? Is that a recommendation that a committee
would make — to go back and change the legislation to
put a framework in place so that the records that may or
may not be found can in fact then be put into place out
of a recommendation from the Law Reform
Committee? How long will it take to do this? Are we
not better off looking at the services that are currently
available to all Victorians to address all the ways in
which people may be damaged and matching the
people who are care leavers to the right people at the
right time, giving them a really proper understanding of
where they go?
Ms Hartland said in her contribution that these people
want acknowledgement — just acknowledgement, she
said, was enough. I cannot remember her words, but
just acknowledgement was enough. We have
acknowledged these people. We have acknowledged
them time and time again. She said we have an
obligation, and we would all agree with that. She said
that we needed to redress the issues, and the issues
speak for themselves. We have said all of that; that is
there. She said that these people are now seniors and
that delaying action is denying. I dispute that.
Ms Hartland, with all due respect, was not here for the
2006 debate, which, as I said before, was seriously
heartfelt.
The point here is that we have to make quite certain that
we do not set up a process whereby the very people
who we are trying to protect and help are not further
disadvantaged and made to go through a process of
false hope that will take a lot of time, a lot of energy
and a lot of emotional energy and yet is not going to
have the outcome that I think all of us in this chamber
quite genuinely want to see.
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As I have said, we have to look at the issue of how
we quantify the costs. How do you put a cost on some
of those actions that I read out before? How do you
put a cost on the abuse of a child who has been made
to wear blinkers or who has had the bedsheets they
have wet draped around them? What sort of costs do
you — —
Interjections from gallery.
Mrs COOTE — What sorts of costs do you put on
this? How is this going to be transformed into a price?
Interjections from gallery.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am sorry,
I know this is terribly emotional. I understand the
emotions, but we need to be able to maintain the debate
in the chamber without interruption. I will suspend the
sitting of the house for 5 minutes.
Sitting suspended 3.01 p.m. until 3.07 p.m.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Before I
ask Mrs Coote to continue, I understand the depths of
emotion on issues such as this, but I have to advise
members of the gallery that it is a very important
principle that these matters can be discussed without the
interruption or intimidation of any member of the
Parliament. As I said, I understand the emotions, but
unfortunately I have had a member express concerns
about some comments that were made to them, and that
cannot be allowed. If such a thing were to occur again, I
would have no choice but to empty the gallery, which is
something we do reluctantly. It is important that
members of the Parliament are able to express their
views and for this to be an open debate. As I have said,
I appreciate the sensitivities and emotions, and we have
some supports we can provide to people if this is too
stressful for them, but I ask for people’s cooperation
with regard to this matter.
Mrs COOTE — I remind the chamber of the
motion of Ms Hartland. It states:
That this house requires the Law Reform Committee to
inquire into, consider and report within 12 months of the
passing of this resolution on the benefits of establishing a
compensation scheme for adults who suffered abuse, neglect
or a lack of care in out-of-home care, as an alternative to the
current situation where victims can only make claims for
damages, which can be an expensive, risky and drawn-out
process.

I want to remind the chamber that I was mounting a
case to say that what we have just experienced is a clear
example of: why would you want to take people who
have been through extreme challenges in their lives and
put them through yet another inquiry which will come
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up with exactly the same results as we have just seen
from the Senate inquiry that I have been expanding
upon in the chamber this afternoon?
Is this what Ms Hartland wants us to do? She has built
the people up to expect that this is going to be the silver
bullet; it is not the silver bullet. Quite frankly I think
that this is misleading and giving false hope. As I have
said all the way through my contribution, the potential
findings of a Law Reform Committee inquiry will be
exactly as I have just read out, and they will arouse
exactly the same emotions as those we have just seen in
the members sitting in the gallery here today. Is that
what we want to do? Is that responsible? Is that an
obligation that we want to see? I do not think so.
Ms Hartland said in the break that we are dealing with
people’s lives. I agree that we are dealing with people’s
lives. Is it going to be fair to put in a recommendation
to the Law Reform Committee to have another
12 months? Is it not better to go out and look at the
processes that are available here and now to help people
deal with their issues? Is that not a fairer, more rational,
more objective, more honest and more transparent thing
to do? I think so. I think we are putting the very people
who we are trying to protect, or who Ms Hartland is
trying to protect, through the same torture that they
have been through in giving their submissions to the
Senate committee and all the other committees — the
very people who were here through the 2006 debate.
We all went through this before. We listened, and we
were utterly swayed and mortified by what people had
been put through; however, I think we should have
come further than that.
The Bracks government put in place some very good
parameters. We have certainly seen some things done,
and we have to talk about where we are going.
Ms Hartland said in her contribution that we are
looking at senior Victorians who were care leavers and
what we need to do for them. We need to make their
lives better, and having another Law Reform
Committee inquiry make recommendations is not going
to do that. We have got to look into how the lives of the
people who are sitting in our gallery here today are
going to be made better. Is a set of recommendations
going to help? Is that going to be the thing that is going
to make their lives better? I doubt it.
Let us go back and see exactly what has been
happening. I am not going back to the Senate report yet
again. I can only say that I recommend Ms Hartland has
a closer look at this 2004 Senate report, because none
of the things in it are going away. Where do we go from
here? One of the things I look at is the fact that in my
own electorate we have the largest number of
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Holocaust survivors in this country. Those Holocaust
survivors went through the most excruciating
circumstances and came to Australia because it was a
safe haven. The mind is a very powerful and a very
cruel tool. What is happening to those Holocaust
survivors as they grow old and develop dementia is that
they are reliving it all over again. They are reliving
exactly the same things over again.
Is having another report into the reasons, the outcomes
and the problems associated with the Holocaust going
to make their lives better? I do not think so. I think we
have to look at what is going to make the future of
those Holocaust survivors as comfortable and as
supported as it can possibly be. That is exactly what I
feel and believe we are dealing with here today. We are
dealing with the ongoing quality of life for the people
who have been damaged, such as those I referred to in
the examples found by the Senate committee and
included in the report. We are going to be looking into
where we go from here.
Victoria has a whole range of programs in place to help
Victorians — aged Victorians, ill Victorians and
Victorians who have been molested or abused, who
have drug and alcohol problems, who are homeless or
who have mental health issues. There are a series of
programs, but I do not have time to go into them all
today. I think this chamber is very well versed with the
many support systems which, I might add, were put in
place by the previous government. Many of them have
been built upon by this government, and this
government will continue to put in place new programs
that will also address some of the issues we are dealing
with.
Revisiting the causes of what we are dealing with here
today — going back to the bed-wetting, with the
punishment of the bags over their heads and the
blinkers on their eyes, and all the other horrors I have
just read out — is not going to help the people in the
future. We have to work very closely with these people
into the future, and it is important to do so.
In 2007 we had a very long, very poignant and really
quite moving contribution by the then — and perhaps
soon to be again — Prime Minister, Mr Rudd. It was
delivered by the Prime Minister, and the opposition also
made a contribution in the Great Hall of Parliament
House on 16 November 2009. Mr Rudd was talking
about a national apology, and he said in his contribution
at that time:
We reflect too on the burden that is still carried by our own
children, your own children, your grandchildren, your
husbands, your wives, your partners and your friends — and
we thank them for the faith, the love and the depth of
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commitment that has helped see you through the valley of
tears that was not of your own making.
…
And let us also resolve this day that this national apology
becomes a turning point in our nation’s story.
A turning point for shattered lives.
A turning point for governments at all levels and of every
political hue and colour to do all in our power to never let this
happen again.

I agree; we must never let this happen again.
It is important to understand why people put their
children into care in the first place, because I think that
shows exactly why we have programs in place today
that are dealing with preventive measures.
The executive summary of the 2004 report by the
Senate Community Affairs References Committee
says:
Children were placed in care for a myriad of reasons
including being orphaned; being born to a single mother;
family dislocation from domestic violence, divorce or
separation; family poverty and parents’ inability to cope with
their children often as a result of some form of crisis or
hardship. Many children were made wards of the state after
being charged with being uncontrollable, neglected or in
moral danger, not because they had done anything wrong, but
because circumstances in which they found themselves
resulted in them being status offenders. Others were placed in
care through private arrangements usually involving payment
to the home. Irrespective of how children were placed in care,
it was not their fault.

It is not and was not their fault, but it will be our fault if
we do not do something about dealing with them here
and now, and not through another inquiry. We have all
been through myriad committee inquiries, so we know
how they work. As former Prime Minister Rudd said, it
is about taking action that will heal both the people who
were violated and the community that violated them.
Today we have programs in place to help the children
in this state who are living in very vulnerable
conditions. In this year’s budget, Mary Wooldridge, the
Minister for Community Services, put money towards
programs which strengthen parenting skills. At this
time it is important that children in that space and place
are given the support they need and that funding is
provided to do it.
Children leaving foster care today will not just be left
on the scrap heap of life. We have put in place proper
programs that have been well funded to help and
support those children who at 18 are leaving foster care
and to give them the skills they need to cope with life
into the future. It is a very real and tangible approach to
what is a big problem. We are not leaving those
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children to fend for themselves or to an ad hoc or
hit-or-miss opportunity in the bigger world. We are
putting in place programs to help them. The obligation
that Ms Hartland spoke about in her contribution is
certainly there and as a government we have recognised
the obligation we have to currently vulnerable children.
Today members are talking about what happened in the
past to vulnerable children who were abused. As I have
said several times, another inquiry will not address the
issues.
The government has done a whole range of things.
Ms Hartland spoke about Open Place, which was
established under the former Bracks government. It is
important to understand that we agree with much of
what was done but disagree with a lot of the rest. I was
particularly perturbed to hear Ms Hartland talk about
Berry Street and indicate that some of the care leavers
will not go to Berry Street, that they are boycotting it,
because they believe Berry Street is one of the places
where there were perpetrators mistreating vulnerable
young Victorians in care. As Ms Hartland said, Berry
Street has since apologised.
Today Berry Street is one of the best service providers
we have. It is under the direction of Sandie de Wolf,
who has spent 25 years working in this field. She is
well recognised as a leader in this area. I was absolutely
horrified to hear Ms Hartland suggest that care leavers
will not go to Berry Street because they believe there
were perpetrators of abuse at Berry Street in the past. I
suggest that Ms Hartland take the opportunity to meet
with me, Minister Lovell, who is here in the chamber in
the moment, or Minister Wooldridge and share the
knowledge she has, because it is very important that we
get to the bottom of this. People need to be able to
approach Berry Street, which is operating Open Place,
to make certain that they can access the very good
programs that are available there.
I have a copy of a letter from Sandie de Wolf which
was sent to all members of Parliament and outlines the
challenges found by the Open Place operators. She says
in the letter of 16 September:
In 2009, Berry Street successfully tendered to run a new
support service for forgotten Australians. Open Place
subsequently opened in January 2010 and has provided a
number of important services for forgotten Australians,
including access to counselling, social and support groups,
records searches, reunions and community education.
The original service specifications included a brokerage fund
and guidelines which enabled forgotten Australians to apply
for funds for medical needs and life skills. Over the last
18 months, requests for this funding have grown
exponentially, with 15 new applications every day.
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This is unsustainable and is something that the
government must address.
In 2010 the former Labor government began funding
Open Place as a counselling and support program. It
was given $2 million a year. As I said, difficulties have
arisen in the life skills program and the health grants
component of Open Place. It was not as well designed
as it could have been, and that is what is causing the
problems today. I want to reassure members of this
chamber and the broader community that the coalition
government is maintaining every cent of the previous
government’s $2 million per annum to fund and run the
Open Place program.
Difficulties have arisen in the life skills program and
health grants component of Open Place established by
the Labor government because the design was not
looked at and implemented properly. As I have just
said, 15 additional people per day are overwhelming the
system. In order to preserve and continue all other
Open Place services as well as provide a more equitable
service to all eligible people, Open Place has chosen to
discontinue certain brokeraged services so that it can
focus on counselling and support as well as improving
services in rural and regional areas.
During the lunch break today I was advised the
following about services in Open Place for forgotten
Australians. Open Place had set aside $300 000 for
health and $200 000 for life skills for the 2011–12
period. It closed off submissions on 12 September. It
has virtually completed the backlog of submissions and
will have spent $560 000 — that is, $60 000 more than
was budgeted for the whole year — in less than three
months.
On the services to and the case support for forgotten
Australians in this state at this time, Open Place advises
that alternative service provision depends very much on
an individualised assessment and what is available
locally. Individual case assessment and support work is
critical to accessing and advocating on behalf of
forgotten Australians to obtain any relevant available
community supports to help forgotten Australians with
their varying needs and problems. If this motion were
agreed to, there is the potential to have
recommendations from the Law Reform Committee.
Would that not be one of the recommendations that
would be made? Here it is. It is happening here and
now in Victoria through the Open Place services for
forgotten Australians.
Open Place provides monthly social and support groups
at 10 sites, in Shepparton, Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo,
Donald, Preston, Frankston, Broadmeadows, Bacchus
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Marsh and Richmond, and it is developing another five
sites, at Sale, Dandenong, Ringwood, Warrnambool
and Wangaratta. Approximately 150 forgotten
Australians attend these monthly meetings, and support
is already being given. There is an annual budget of
about $60 000 to provide the numerous support and life
skills activities associated with these monthly activities,
such as cooking, computers and creative crafts.
Part of the case support service available through Open
Place will ensure that forgotten Australians are
accessing any pensions, concessions and entitlements
available through various commonwealth and state
departments and local councils, such as the age
pension, travel cards for the aged, utility concessions,
the utility relief grant scheme and bulk-billing health
services. In July the Department of Human Services
included under Victorian concessions a guide to
discounts and services for eligible households in
Victoria. It is used to assist forgotten Australians with
accessing concessions and other financial supports
provided by the state.
There are also advocacy programs. Open Place has a
relationship with Winteringham, whose work my
colleague Ms Crozier and I fully support.
Winteringham is very helpful in obtaining housing and
support services for people who are forgotten
Australians. Open Place advocates with community
health centres and neighbourhood houses to get
forgotten Australians involved in services, including
getting dental work done as a priority and also
negotiating with the dental hospital to shorten any
waiting list times. A financial counsellor regularly
attends the Richmond office for appointments with
forgotten Australians to assist with financial
counselling issues. Open Place will also support
forgotten Australians with other support needs, such as
seeking to have outstanding fines overturned, reduced
or repaid slowly.
Services, support and counselling are already
happening. Real support for forgotten Australians is
already happening. We do not need to have a Law
Reform Committee report with recommendations to tell
us what to do. I firmly suggest to anyone who is a
forgotten Australian and who is having problems that
they should access Open Place and seek help and
assistance for the very things I have just outlined. There
is already a program in place. An opportunity already
exists to help forgotten Australians age with dignity and
respect and move forward in their lives so that they can
put the past behind them and go forward with certainty.
The abuse perpetrated on children in this state and
elsewhere in this country was appalling. It was a blight
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on us as a community. Each and every member in this
chamber would be indictable if we did not do
something about making quite certain none of it
happened again. This issue is emotionally charged. It
has been investigated in detail at every level of
government in this country. Another Law Reform
Committee report is not going to make a difference to
these people’s lives. Positive, well-funded and sensitive
programs that deal with each individual, their ghosts
and their horror stories are the way forward.
We should all pause to think of the forgotten
Australians and forgotten Victorians. Should we come
across any forgotten Australians we should be
compassionate and understanding and help as best as
we can as members of Parliament and legislators in this
state to ensure that their lives into the future are as
fruitful and as happy as they can possibly be.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I
welcome the opportunity to speak on this important
motion because I feel it is important to acknowledge
our past, no matter how difficult it is. I too would like to
commend Ms Hartland for her contribution earlier and
for bringing this motion before the house.
Just over six years ago the Victorian government
offered a formal apology to forgotten Australians. Two
years ago at Parliament House in Canberra the
Australian government apologised to forgotten
Australians and former child migrants. These were
important milestones for forgotten Australians and the
broader community. It is difficult to place an exact
number on the many thousands of Victorian children
who grew up or spent part of their childhood in
institutional care in Victoria in the last century.
Whilst I accept that each of us may approach the issue
of how to respond to the provision of compensation to
former wards of the state differently, I believe the
concern about the harm suffered is collective at heart.
Placing children in an institutionalised environment in
the past was seen as a simple solution to what we now
know to be a failure of society to deal with complex
social problems. We know that the experience in care
was not, for many children, a good one. We know that
many suffered physical and sexual abuse at the hands of
their carers and that many have endured a lifetime of
deep emotional hurt, anger and sadness. It is important
that this damage, hurt, anger and sadness be
acknowledged and that we carry forward the
knowledge that we have come by to ensure that such
practices are never repeated again.
On 30 August 2004 the Senate Community Affairs
References Committee tabled the report Forgotten
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Australians, which highlighted some terrible cases of
abuse and neglect of children who were under the
provision of out-of-home care services in Victoria and
across Australia. The report provided some very
unpleasant insights into the life experiences of many
people who are now adults who spent all or part of their
childhood in some form of institutional care across
Australia. The report raised significant social justice
issues and revealed a litany of neglect, physical and
sexual abuse and criminal assaults perpetrated on
vulnerable children in state care in Victoria and across
Australia.
In reflecting on what I would say in this debate today, I
decided not to refer to any particular personal story. I
came to that decision because I did not think that one or
two personal stories could properly encapsulate the
shared personal stories of horrific treatment
experienced by some children whilst in state care. The
stories that I read were truly appalling, but I believe that
each person’s experience was different and the harm
that they experienced was unique to each of them. I
doubt that I could keep going in my contribution if I
were to quote from those stories. We saw earlier today
the level of emotion that is felt by people around these
issues. Reading this report makes for shocking reading.
It is terrible to think that children who should have been
loved and cherished were in fact subjected to abuse and
neglect. This is a shameful history that needs to be
acknowledged by our nation.
The report made a number of recommendations, one of
those being for the states, territories, churches and
agencies to provide a formal statement of apology to all
care leavers who, for whatever reason, were hurt or
experienced stress as a result of their being placed in
state care.
On 9 August 2006 former Labor Premier of Victoria
Steve Bracks moved a motion in the Victorian
Parliament, saying amongst other things:
We take the opportunity provided by the release of this report
to express our deep regret and apologise sincerely to all of
those who as children suffered abuse and neglect whilst in
care and to those who did not receive the consistent loving
care that every child needs and deserves.

I remember that day quite vividly; it was an extremely
emotional day for all involved, but particularly for the
former wards of state, many of whom came to
Parliament House and watched the public apology from
the gallery and the marquee set up outside. On that day
I was proud my party had initiated an apology whilst it
was in government. I was also proud as a Victorian that
the apology motion was passed unanimously.
Understandably no apology will ever erase the
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distressing experiences that many of those children,
now adults, endured and the subsequent detrimental
effect it has had on their lives. Nevertheless, it was an
important first step.
When the doors of the last government-run institution,
the Allambie Reception Centre for juvenile wards of
the state, closed in 1990, so too did the doors close on
that form of institutional care. Yet whilst that form of
institutional care may be a thing of the past, the effect it
continues to have on those adults is lifelong. This is
why the motion before us today is so important. I want
to acknowledge the lobbying efforts of the Care
Leavers Australia Network, who have for many years
raised community awareness of the plight of care
leavers and told many tragic personal stories.
The motion calls for an inquiry into the benefits of
establishing a compensation scheme for adults who
suffered abuse, neglect or a lack of care in out-of-home
care. The scheme would be developed as an alternative
to the current form of compensation, where victims can
only make claims for damages, which is often an
expensive, risky and drawn-out process. This motion
deals with a complex and sensitive issue.
The previous Labor government was respectful of the
right of people to seek compensation for the abuse and
neglect they had experienced. It took the view that due
to the complexity and detail of each person’s story,
each case should be looked at on an individual basis.
The Labor opposition will be supporting this motion
because this reference would provide an opportunity for
these issues to be further examined in detail — I am
assuming that the inquiry would consider both the cost
and the benefits of such a scheme. Obviously the likely
budgetary impacts could only be assessed by the
government of the day, but it should be able to
appropriate the funds to implement any inquiry
recommendations.
The starting point to any inquiry would be to
acknowledge that no two care leavers are the same and
none has been affected in exactly the same way. The
terms of reference should look at the issue of
compensation in its broadest sense, not only looking at
financial compensation but also at practical support and
assistance that the government could provide to
affected care leavers, such as housing, life skills, health,
including dental benefits, and other forms of practical
support. It would be about providing support across a
person’s life journey. I would expect an inquiry to
consult broadly and to hear from various relevant
experts as well as from care leavers themselves, who
could make recommendations as to the financial and
non-financial support that could be offered. I would
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also expect that the inquiry would look at the various
models that have already been put in place across the
jurisdictions in response to these issues.
It is worth noting that the Senate Legal and
Constitutional Affairs References Committee Review of
Government Compensation Payments report that was
tabled in the federal Parliament on 6 December 2010
pointed out that some inequity arises from the variable
terms of state schemes with respect to their eligibility
requirements, methods of determining compensation
and levels of compensation — and Ms Hartland
referred to some of these inequities and different
approaches across the jurisdictions in her contribution.
With those comments, the Labor opposition will
support this motion seeking to provide a reference to
the Law Reform Committee to inquire further into these
issues. Our support for this motion should not be taken
as prejudging the outcome; we would need to see the
recommendations that would come out of this
inquiry — assuming the government allows it to go
ahead, and that is now looking doubtful — before
forming a view on the merits of the recommendations
themselves. But we take the view that the issues
relating to various forms of support for care leavers
should be looked at; the time has come for such an
inquiry to proceed.
The previous Victorian government chose to continue
what remains the current practice of settling claims
against the state for abuse whilst in state care on a
case-by-case basis. However, it set up a specific care
leaver service designed to assist care leavers in
overcoming barriers in bringing such claims. An article
published in the Age of 19 September 2011 referred to
75 cases having been settled with former care leavers
who were physically and sexually abused in Victorian
children’s homes. It referred to solicitor Angela Sdrinis,
who said, ‘Negotiations have stalled under the coalition
government’. I am concerned by that comment, as I am
aware that many care leavers are elderly and many have
poor health.
Earlier I referred to the bipartisan motion of apology
passed by this Parliament in 2006. In his contribution to
that debate the then Leader of the Opposition, Ted
Baillieu, stated:
… if we are elected to government, we will undertake
immediate and comprehensive consultation with those
affected to ensure that needed services and support are
provided where and as required.

In his contribution the Leader of The Nationals, Peter
Ryan, said:
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The Nationals strongly endorse the apology which has been
extended. However, I must say we think the job is only part
done. We think the issue of compensation to these people
must also be explored.

He went on to say with regard to compensation that:
… the state of Victoria is also obliged to investigate a scheme
or schemes which would deliver that justice to those people.

In a letter to Ms Angela Sdrinis of Ryan Carlisle
Thomas dated 21 May 2007, Mr Ryan wrote:
Establishing an appropriate compensation fund for former
state wards is the just, honourable and equitable thing for the
Victorian government to do.

That is a ringing endorsement for this inquiry if ever I
have heard one. The reasons given by Mrs Coote, as the
Parliamentary Secretary for Families and Community
Services, on behalf of the coalition government for it
now not supporting this motion and an inquiry are
unconvincing. The coalition clearly created an
expectation among care leavers that when it came to
office it would take action in this area and, at the very
least, enable such an inquiry to proceed. Given the
expectations that have been created, it is understandable
that people are upset today.
If this motion is supported, I expect the inquiry will not
cover the same ground as Forgotten Australians, as
Mrs Coote has claimed. She claimed that the inquiry
would mean the process would go on for years and that
there would be no conclusion, yet Ms Hartland’s
motion calls for a report to be delivered within
12 months. I know Mrs Coote quite well and believe
her to be a genuinely compassionate person, and her
compassion was shown in her contribution to the debate
on the motion for an apology in 2006. I believe that
today she was given the unenviable task of defending
the indefensible.
When we look at the quotes I referred to from the 2006
debate, at what the coalition’s position was then and
also at Mr Ryan’s comments in 2007 to the solicitor
Ms Sdrinis, we see that an expectation was clearly
created that an inquiry would be conducted and that
further support would be provided.
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Australians and provides a range of specialist services
that meet their particular needs. The service provides a
single access point for obtaining advice on available
services, including housing, mental health, aged-care
and drug and alcohol services, counselling, literacy and
numeracy programs and dental and medical services.
The service also provides assistance for those wishing
to gain access to records kept about their time in care or
to make contact with lost family or friends. I understand
that there are also suitably trained professionals on hand
to provide the advice and information needed to assist
with legal claims.
This initiative was a significant step towards
acknowledging past failures in care and assisting those
affected to deal with the legacy of their childhood
experiences, but I am concerned that this important
service is now at risk. Open Place was developed in
consultation with forgotten Australians and is hosted by
Berry Street, together with its partner organisation
Relationships Australia. It was reported in the Age of
19 September that Open Place was forced in September
this year to freeze all individual grants after demand for
health funds had increased sixfold in the preceding
18 months. I understand that currently 1450 people are
registered with the program and that the register will
reopen in the next financial year.
It is an important program that should be supported by
the Baillieu government, and I was pleased to hear
Mrs Coote, as parliamentary secretary, invite Berry
Street and care leavers to have discussions with her
about this issue. It is my understanding that the minister
has been well aware of these issues for some time, so I
was surprised that Mrs Coote was not aware of the
problems with funding and some of the other issues
Ms Hartland touched upon. I sincerely hope the Baillieu
government is not deterred in its support of such
services that assist forgotten Australians simply because
demand has increased.

It is important to acknowledge the work that has been
done in the past few years to support care leavers. In the
2008–09 state budget the previous Labor government
announced $7 million over four years to provide a new
service for former wards of state, which has been
referred to by previous speakers.

As a lasting memorial of our community’s recognition
of all the children who grew up in institutional care in
Victoria, the former Labor government, in partnership
with the commonwealth government, committed
$30 000 towards a memorial located at Southbank. That
was an important step taken to acknowledge the
personal stories and histories of the forgotten
Australians. Another memorial has been erected at
Deakin University in Burwood at the site of the former
Allambie Reception Centre and Kildonan Children’s
Home.

The Open Place program, a new statewide support
service run by Berry Street, commenced on 18 March
2010. This service is expressly for the forgotten

Whilst it is important to continue to support the
forgotten Australians, we also need to ensure that the
pain and hurt they suffered is never repeated in the
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future. In July 2009 the previous Labor government
marked the start of a long-term reform program for
out-of-home care, delivering more foster, residential
and kinship placements for children. In the 2009–10
budget $135 million was allocated over four years to
our reform program for Victoria’s out-of-home care
system, focusing on, amongst other things, expanding
placement capacity, addressing safety and quality issues
and highlighting culturally appropriate services. In last
year’s budget we provided $34.8 million over four
years to provide more home-based care and residential
care placements, to continue the therapeutic residential
care pilot, to provide further funding to Aboriginal
kinship care services, to boost health services for
troubled young people and to boost places in secure
welfare facilities.
We need to ensure that children in the care of the state
receive the love, nurture, support and opportunities that
we as citizens give to our own children. As I have
already mentioned, an apology is only the first step.
The feelings of loss of identity and family, the feelings
of abandonment and fear and the lack of trust in
authority are all things that are not easily addressed.
Abuse and neglect need to be acknowledged and
responded to.
In opposition the Victorian coalition committed its full
support to those children, many of whom are now
adults. One would expect that commitment to extend
into government through appropriate resourcing of
programs such as Open Place and through other means
of financial and practical support. The Premier and
Deputy Premier should live up to the statements they
made in this Parliament in 2006 and, at the very least,
enable this inquiry to proceed. For the reasons I have
outlined, the Labor opposition will support this motion.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
rising to make my contribution to the motion
Ms Hartland has brought forward in the house today, I
commend Ms Hartland for bringing it forward and for
all the heartfelt intentions involved. However, it is
important that once you start something you look at
what the unintended consequences may be. I am struck
by the fact that the motion and debate today may well
have inflicted cruelties upon people who should have
no more cruelties inflicted upon them.
In my reading on this subject there was a care leaver
who spoke at length recalling their time as a child in
one of the homes. They talked about the multitudinous
weekends when they sat and waited for visitors. They
went to pains with their appearance, as much as they
could. I understand quite a lot about the clothing they
wore, how often it was laundered, how minimal it was
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and so forth, but for the purposes of the record we will
call it clothing. They did the best they could with their
appearance while they waited for a visitor of any type,
whether family or friend. Sometimes those children sat
and waited with expectation and hope beating in their
hearts that someone would visit them, so I am moved
today that we recognise the possibility of unintended
consequences and, importantly, do not use those people
and their suffering as material to launch political
attacks. These things are too raw; the suffering is too
severe. The people are in our midst.
In my experience I have known people who have
revealed some of the abuses, cruelty, neglect and
appalling conditions they endured — the cold, the
hunger, the pain, the loneliness and the question, ‘Is
someone ever going to come and get me out of this
situation? I am surrounded by emptiness and loneliness,
and no one cares for me’. The thing that every person
needs is love, but who was there to love and nurture the
children in those care regimes? We can say that
children outside those care regimes often suffered. In
the 19th century and the early part of the 20th century it
was common in poor households for children to be fed
bread and dripping and to have holes cut in the ends of
their shoes so that their growing feet could actually go
beyond what the shoes provided for them. They were
brutalised by parents, and that sort of brutality prevails
in our society today.
What we need to do — and this is why I am standing
here today — is to listen to every word that Mrs Coote
said in her contribution today, because they have so
much resonance. Her remarks revealed a great
command of the suffering, of what had been done in the
past and what is currently being done, and they set
directions for what needs to be done in the future. It
was a very profound contribution. In coming to grips
with my remarks today I read Mrs Coote’s contribution
to this house on 23 August 2006, which was in
response to the apology made by the former Premier,
Steve Bracks, and resoundingly endorsed by the then
opposition leader and now Premier, Ted Baillieu, as
well as the now Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, and other
members of the other place. It of course resonated
through the contributions made in that era.
That is why Mrs Coote’s contribution is so profound —
because it comes from authority. It comes from
understanding the history of where we have come from
and where we need to be. It is a very profound
contribution. Any political jaundice that might have
been applied to her is very unfortunate, because it is a
truthful and heartfelt account. It is important that that
resonates. As a member of the government I endorse
what Mrs Coote has said about our not supporting the
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motion, because many things are being done. What we
need to do is focus all our endeavours so that people
who need the services that are provided by the state —
which are well funded and will continue to be well
funded — actually know what their entitlements are.
They are entitled to care, to respite and to the succour
they will derive from knowing as Victorians that this
state is looking after them.
There is another reason I am making my contribution
today — and it is a heartfelt contribution. It goes back
to an experience of mine when I was a teenager visiting
family friends in Ballarat, because their parents were
acting as foster parents to a cohort of children who
lived in the Ballarat Children’s Home. Part of my
contribution today is directed to a little boy — a
seven-year-old. I will not mention his name, but it starts
with a T. We were there on a Sunday afternoon in the
middle of winter in a poorly lit open space with cracked
linoleum on the floor, and a little group of children
were sitting around trying to make the most of some
sort of play activity. The room did not have an
abundance of books or toys; it was a quite bare open
space. The thing I experienced was the light on the face
of this little seven-year-old boy when he came up to me
and told me that that day was his birthday.
What that boy showed me symbolises, in a very
significant way, just how much those care leavers
actually suffered. It was his birthday, and he very
proudly showed me his birthday card. On the birthday
card was written, ‘Best wishes for your birthday’ for
about seven children whose names had each been
crossed out. The last name, the one on the bottom of the
list of seven children, was his. I can never forget the
fact that that little seven-year-old boy did not even
receive his own individual birthday card, and he would
have known that he had to pass it on to the next person
he was sharing that space with when it was their
birthday. I remember we went out and bought
something that we thought might help him, and it
would be his own. I reflect upon that and think how
unworthy and inadequate that was, but in our early
teenage years we were focusing on giving him
something for himself.
The forgotten Australians are not forgotten. They are
Australians, and we all recognise them. As a child of
the 1950s and 1960s, I know the suffering that occurred
in that era. Just digressing, in terms of some cruelties, I
went to a private Catholic school in the 1960s. The nun
who was teaching us music used to stab us in the back
of the hand with a dip-in ink pen, so you had blood and
ink running from the back of your hand if you dropped
your wrists when you were doing your scales. I am
bringing that to bear because it was a dark era, when
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cruelty seemed to be a substitute for professional
conduct in supervising people of any description in
care.
We appreciate that as many as 500 000 people
experienced this emotional, physical and even sexual
abuse. Many were neglected, humiliated and deprived
of food, education and health care. One story I recall is
of some children in a home — from memory it was
again in Ballarat. They liked to work in the garden near
the gates because that way they could cut the tops off
carrots, pull the rest of the carrot out of the ground and
eat the raw carrot, and they could forage around potato
plants and bring potatoes to the surface, which they also
ate raw. For me that is a good way of examining what
their levels of nourishment were and how sick they
were of eating things like flop, the bread and dripping
offerings they were given. We know that when many
children were put out on weekends and holidays to
what they thought would be a foster care arrangement
they were in fact converted to child labourers, so there
was not a lot of relief. It seems they all experienced a
lack of love, affection and nurturing, which is critical
for the life and emotional development of young
children.
Ms Hartland’s motion is not the first time these matters
have been brought to light. They have been subject to
an extraordinary amount of inquiry. I refer to the Senate
Community Affairs Reference Committee report of
March 2004 entitled Forgotten Australians — A Report
on Australians Who Experienced Institutional or
Out-of-Home Care as Children. I would like to put onto
the record a quote from the report:
Without doubt this inquiry has generated the largest volume
of highly personal, emotive and significant evidence of any
Senate inquiry.

In a bipartisan response the Victorian Parliament
apologised to the forgotten Australians on 9 August
2006.
I would now like to direct my attention to the
contribution from Ms Mikakos. I am interested in the
Labor opposition’s support for Ms Hartland’s motion. I
sense humbug and hypocrisy in that. I ask of the
previous members of the Labor government who were
elected in 1999: what did they do before 2004 and the
report instigated by the commonwealth Senate? More
importantly, what did they do between March 2004 and
August 2006 when they were fully apprised of the
suffering of these people and had had ample
opportunity through almost three elapsed years and
almost three budgetary cycles to bring to bear the things
that Ms Mikakos has been talking about. And of course
where was the Labor government from August 2006

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE: REFERENCE
Wednesday, 9 November 2011

COUNCIL

until its handing over the reins of government to the
Baillieu government in November last year? I have
seen a lot of things in my time in this chamber, but I
think that is probably the most profound example of
hypocrisy that I have ever heard.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! That term
has on a number of occasions been ruled as
unparliamentary. I ask the member to desist.
Mrs KRONBERG — I withdraw, Deputy
President.
Just for the record, agencies have been established —
Victorian Adoption Network for Information and
Self-Help, or VANISH; Care Leavers Australia
Network and the Child Migrants Trust — and the
Victorian government currently provides $2 million per
year to wholly fund the Open Place service, which
opened in January 2010 as a dedicated support and
advocacy service that coordinates and provides direct
assistance to Victorian care leavers. There is
counselling for forgotten Australians and their family
members. I hark back to Mrs Coote’s contribution in
which she talked about Holocaust survivors; we know
that the suffering is passed on through the generations,
and I understand it is very much the same for forgotten
Australians who have been able to establish a family of
their own.
The Open Place service provides social and support
groups. Family records and family reunions have
translated into support, and there has been funding for
travel and accommodation to bring about family
reunions. There are peer leader programs and
community education activities. Group activities
provide the cathartic experience of creative writing, the
practical experience of computer skills and the
therapeutic experience of quilting. There are many
wonderful examples of catharsis in group therapies
around the making of the quilt, where everybody
creates an example of their suffering, individually and
collectively. In the next financial year Open Place plans
to expand its counselling and support services with
improved provision and to prioritise services for rural
and regional areas.
Ms Hartland has pointed to a redress scream — I mean,
scheme. That is a Freudian slip, is it not? I do feel like
screaming with anxiety about the suffering of the
forgotten Australians. The most important point here is
that individual financial compensation has been
addressed differently by the various Australian
jurisdictions. I noticed Ms Hartland’s emphasis was on
the Tasmanian jurisdiction, which by virtue of scale
involves a much smaller cohort of people that is easier
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to manage on a case-by-case basis in a realistic time
frame. Some of these forgotten Australians will be
reaching old age. The Allambie Reception Centre was
closed in 1990, so we still have people who can be
described as forgotten Australians ranging in age from
20 to 80 years. Since 2006 compensation claims have
been made, with settlements of the precise amount of
$4 436 596 being given out.
In closing, the most important message of today is that
the forgotten Australians are not forgotten. We
understand their suffering, and we care for them. The
Baillieu government is providing services for them and
will continue to do so. Importantly, we must ensure that
the damage that has been done is never repeated.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
know this has been a particularly emotional and
difficult debate for everybody in the chamber and for
people watching from the gallery, because it does raise
hard issues. We are all trying to determine the best way
forward. The purpose of my motion was to look at
redress. It was not to re-traumatise people; it was not to
make them go through it all over again. Mrs Coote, for
whom I have a very high regard and who I believe has a
deep understanding of these issues, read extensively
from the Senate report, which is an excellent report, but
that is not what I wanted to see happen in Victoria.
I wanted us to look at the issue of redress. We know
what has happened. We know the difficulties. Another
report is not going to give us any new information, but
what I want to see from the committee is redress. We
have Open Place, which gives excellent services and
assists people in a particular way. But we still need to
look at redress and how that would assist people in
these situations. That is why I gave an example of
redress from every state, so that we could think about
the way other states have acted on this.
I am not going to go through all the bits and pieces
from every member’s contribution, because it has been
an extraordinarily difficult afternoon for members in
the chamber. I say that because for people who have not
been abused, it is difficult to understand the depth of
pain felt by people who have experienced abuse, like
those people in the gallery today. It is not just physical
or sexual abuse but also the abuse of having nobody
who loves you. It is difficult for us to grapple with how
terrible that must be.
I have read the apology that was given in 2006, and I
agree with Mrs Coote that people gave that apology
from the depths of their hearts. They wanted to say to
people that what happened to them was wrong and that
we would never let that happen again. But we need to
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take the next step and look at redress. We need to
understand that there is another step that is required for
the forgotten Victorians.
I am extremely disappointed that the government is not
prepared to look at this issue in a committee forum,
which could have looked at a range of issues and come
up with a range of solutions. I totally agree with
Mrs Coote that we need a system that addresses all the
problems and gives satisfaction to people who have
been abused in this way. I will leave it at that, but I
express again that I am extraordinarily disappointed
that the government is not prepared to allow a
committee to investigate these issues.
Motion negatived.

OFFICE OF POLICE INTEGRITY: REPORT
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house notes the damning Office of Police Integrity
(OPI) report tabled in the house on Thursday, 27 October
2011, on the actions of the Premier, Deputy Premier, other
senior coalition ministers, the former Parliamentary Secretary
for Police and Emergency Services and key advisers in their
offices, including:
(1) the discrepancy between the evidence given to the OPI
by the Deputy Premier and the member for Benambra;
and
(2) the claim by the Deputy Premier that he was
‘dumbfounded’ to learn that his adviser, Mr Weston,
was behind a campaign against the Chief Commissioner
of Police when that fact should have been immediately
apparent to any minister properly carrying out his or her
responsibilities.

It is a straightforward motion. It asks the house to take
note of the damning Office of Police Integrity (OPI)
report tabled here on 27 October, particularly noting the
discrepancy in the evidence between the Deputy
Premier and the member for Benambra in the
Assembly, but also noting the claim by the Deputy
Premier to be dumbfounded to learn that his adviser
was behind a campaign against the Chief
Commissioner of Police when any reasonably alert,
reasonably engaged minister should not have been the
slightest bit surprised to have discovered that it was in
fact his own office that was contributing to the
‘remorseless campaign’ against the chief
commissioner — to use the Deputy Premier’s own
words.
This has developed into a scandal of major proportions,
besetting a government that is not even one year old.
The motion is moved against a background of a
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government that promised to be open, transparent and
accountable, and in an environment where, on this
matter, we have seen nothing but prevarication,
obfuscation and rotten underhandedness — not for days
or weeks but for months and months — that brought
down the Chief Commissioner of Police.
It was brought to my attention this morning that way
back in April on Melbourne Talk Radio, or MTR, it
was put to the Deputy Premier by Martin King that the
member for Monbulk in the other place, James
Merlino, who is also the shadow minister for police,
said that senior government sources were secretly
backgrounding journalists, and the Deputy Premier’s
response was, ‘Well James Merlino, I mean spare me.
He has no credibility in this whole saga at all. It is
rubbish, absolute rubbish’.
Who has no credibility in this saga now? It turns out
that the member for Monbulk was absolutely spot-on.
The Deputy Premier, who claimed that the member for
Monbulk had no credibility, could not have been more
wrong in his claim that it was, ‘Rubbish, absolute
rubbish’.
Hon. P. R. Hall — The Auditor-General doesn’t
agree with that.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — The Auditor-General?
You mean the Office of Police Integrity.
Hon. P. R. Hall — The OPI doesn’t agree with that.
There is no condemnation at all for the Deputy Premier.
Are you making the story up as you go, Mr Pakula?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I understand Mr Hall’s
sensitivity and his desire to protect his Nationals
comrade, but let me repeat what I said: James Merlino
said senior government sources were secretly
backgrounding journalists, and Peter Ryan said, ‘It’s
rubbish, absolute rubbish’. This report makes it clear
that senior government sources were backgrounding
journalists, so the Office of Police Integrity report
actually bears out Mr Merlino’s allegations 100 per
cent, unless Mr Hall wants to suggest that the senior
police adviser to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services is not a senior government source.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Just make sure you do not imply
that these comments are from the Deputy Premier
himself, because that is the inference.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Hang on, Mr Hall. Let me
say again: James Merlino said that senior government
sources were secretly backgrounding journalists, and
Mr Ryan said that was rubbish, absolute rubbish. Is
Mr Hall saying the OPI says that Mr Ryan’s assertion
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was correct? The OPI absolutely bore out the claims by
Mr Merlino that senior government sources — namely,
the senior adviser to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services — were backgrounding
journalists. We need to consider the attempts that were
made by the opposition over a period of months to
ventilate this matter in the Parliament, both in question
time and in general business.
We asked questions about the meeting between the
Premier’s chief of staff and the previous deputy
commissioner, Sir Ken Jones. We asked questions
about what conversations the Deputy Premier had with
the member for Benambra in the other place. We asked
questions about what conversations the Premier had
with the member for Benambra. We saw a very
interesting update on that particular question in the
Herald Sun today, and I note that yet again the
government is out shooting the messenger, saying, ‘The
Herald Sun has got it all wrong’. Every time there is a
story in either the Herald Sun or the Age that is critical
of the government, a media release or a statement goes
out saying that the paper has got it completely wrong.
We asked questions about what Tristan Weston was up
to and whether he was getting paid while he was on
leave, but to every question we asked we got the same
set of non-answers from the government. It was always,
‘You are scaremongering and smear mongering. Move
along — nothing to see here’. It was the Officer
Barbrady defence.
What the government did not count on was the report of
the Office of Police Integrity. What it discloses is
incredibly disturbing, but it is also vaguely familiar. It
is the story of a statutory office-holder in the justice
area who becomes the subject of a vicious media
campaign — a situation where operatives of the
coalition are in that vicious media campaign up to their
necks. There is a cursory examination of the events that
took place and a report that finds no conscious
wrongdoing by the statutory office-holder, but then
there is a phone call from the minister’s office saying,
‘Your resignation will be accepted if it is offered’. The
statutory office-holder’s head is offered up to the god of
off-with-their-heads, and all that bad behaviour is
rewarded by that statutory office-holder losing his job.
Does that remind any members of the Director of
Public Prosecutions? Because what happened to the
DPP and what happened to the Chief Commissioner of
Police follows an identical script of a vicious,
underground, underhanded, anonymous campaign and
a report or an inquiry conceived and no conscious
wrongdoing by the statutory office-holder found, but
nevertheless the call is made: ‘If you offer your
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resignation, your resignation will be accepted’ — and
all the bad behaviour is rewarded. Caught up in the
middle of both incidents is either the Deputy Premier or
the Deputy Premier’s office.
With regard to the DPP, the Deputy Premier’s old mate
Stephen Payne was the key protagonist in the downfall
of the DPP, and the Deputy Premier revealed, only
when pressed in Parliament, that he sat out the cabinet
discussion on Jeremy Rapke’s fate. There was no
revelation of that until it was put to him in Parliament.
This is the same person who is the employer of Tristan
Weston, the man who ran the unbelievably destructive
campaign right under the Deputy Premier’s nose — a
campaign about which the Deputy Premier would now
have us believe he knew absolutely nothing. That is
why we are moving this motion today.
This is a motion in two parts. The first talks about the
discrepancy between the accounts of the member for
Benambra and the Deputy Premier. That discrepancy is
found between pages 47 and 52 of the OPI report. To
go back to the interjection from Mr Hall, because I
know at some point during my contribution Mr Hall is
likely to again say that the OPI report found no
wrongdoing by the Deputy Premier, if members look at
page 9 of the OPI report, it clearly says:
I emphasise that my investigation has not focused on the
conduct of Minister Ryan or Mr Hindmarsh, neither of whom
I have any jurisdiction to investigate.

We need to treat very carefully the claims by Mr Ryan
and his colleagues in the government that Mr Ryan has
been given a clean bill of health by this report. The OPI
makes it clear that it did not have the power to
investigate the discrepancy in the claims by Mr Tilley
and Mr Ryan. This is an extraordinary situation. There
is the joint statement put out yesterday by Mr Tilley and
Mr Ryan. Clearly Mr Tilley had the government on the
hop and there was a need to corral him into a statement,
which, if the report in the Herald Sun today is to be
believed, it would appear he participated in quite
reluctantly. The statement resolved nothing and in fact
made the situation a whole lot murkier.
Before yesterday all we had was a situation in which
the member for Benambra had said, ‘I told the Deputy
Premier’, and the Deputy Premier said, ‘No, he did not
tell me’. That was all we had before yesterday. Now we
have an acknowledgement that two days after Mr Tilley
met with Sir Ken Jones, Mr Tilley and the Deputy
Premier had a meeting.
In yesterday’s statement it is revealed that both
gentlemen can remember where they met, they can
remember what time of day they met and they can
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remember a whole lot of things they talked about that
day, but they cannot agree on whether the most
incendiary part of that conversation by far took place.
That part they cannot remember. It is inconceivable that
neither the Deputy Premier nor the member for
Benambra would remember all those other peripheral
issues that they claim to have discussed, such as in
which coffee shop they met and what time of the day
they met, but not remember whether the member for
Benambra, who was the Parliamentary Secretary for
Police and Emergency Services, had met with the
deputy commissioner behind the back of the minister.
Inconceivably, they have a murky recollection about
whether that was discussed.
The question is: why is it important? Why is it
important whether the member for Benambra told the
minister about his meeting with Sir Ken Jones? It is
very simple. If the member for Benambra told the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services about his
conversation with Sir Ken Jones, then the minister
would have no choice but to resign. There are two
reasons for that. One is that if Mr Tilley did tell the
minister about the meeting, then the minister has given
false evidence to the Office of Police Integrity. There is
no question about that. It is absolutely clear cut. He told
the OPI that he was not told, and if it is revealed that he
was, it is curtains for him. However, there is more to it
than that, because if Mr Tilley did tell the Deputy
Premier about his meeting with Sir Ken Jones, then
what would be revealed would be that the Deputy
Premier knew what was going on and did nothing about
it.
We have a situation where the actions of the member
for Benambra in November and on 26 October were
considered sufficient to bring about his resignation as
parliamentary secretary. If they were sufficient to bring
about his resignation when they were revealed by the
Office of Police Integrity, then they would have been
sufficient to bring about his resignation in May if
anyone had known about them. If the Deputy Premier
had known about them and did not insist on his
resignation or tell the Premier or do anything, then that
is an absolute dereliction of duty by the Deputy Premier
in terms of his responsibilities as minister.
If Mr Tilley told Mr Ryan at the meeting that they were
at, that they both remember — they remember where it
was, when it was and all of the other things they
discussed — and they had an agreement to differ on
whether or not Mr Tilley told Mr Ryan, that is
completely unacceptable. One of them is telling the
truth and one of them is not. The Victorian people are
entitled to know which one is which. That is why the
Border Mail ran the headline it did today, and I imagine
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that is why Mr Tilley and people close to him are so
aggrieved by what has gone on.
It also seems that we have a contradiction in the
situation between a member who clearly gave his
evidence on oath and a member who might or might
not have done so. We do not know whether the Deputy
Premier gave his evidence on oath, because when he
was asked in Parliament yesterday whether he did, he
dodged and weaved around that question as well. We
know Mr Tilley gave his evidence on oath, so as a
consequence of that we know that if Mr Tilley told a
lie, he would be subject to the laws of perjury.
However, we do not know whether the Deputy Premier
gave his evidence on oath, because when he was asked
directly about this by the opposition in the Parliament
yesterday he dodged the question.
It is not only a matter of the contradiction between
Mr Tilley’s account of events and the Deputy Premier’s
account of events, which in my view and the view of
the opposition makes the position of the Deputy
Premier either untenable or really close to untenable.
There is a huge body of evidence in this report that
would be obvious to the moderately trained eye — you
do not need to have an expert eye — that would allow
you to draw no conclusion other than this one: either
the Deputy Premier knew very well what was going on
and directed these events, overtly approved of them or
implicitly condoned them, or, if that is not the case, he
was utterly disengaged from his portfolio, his
responsibilities and all of the goings-on in his office.
Either one contention is correct or the other one is.
Either he knew what was going on and was somehow
complicit in it, or he was just so completely divorced
and disengaged from what was going on in his office
that it does not really bear thinking about. I would say
that either way his position is untenable because — —
Hon. P. R. Hall — If you really think that, you
could have said it in your motion. It’s a gutless motion
to just say that the house should ‘note’ this thing. If you
were really serious about this, you would have a crack.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Hall says that if we
were really serious about this, we would have a crack.
We have been having a crack in the other place day
after day. As Mr Hall knows, we have asked questions
that have received no answers, and we have tried to
move a motion to have an inquiry set up to delve into
the conflicting accounts of Mr Tilley and Mr Ryan that
the OPI could not delve into. The government would
not even grant leave for that yesterday, and today it has
ensured that no inquiry will be set up. We have motions
in here on general business — —
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Hon. P. R. Hall — So today you are using innuendo
and throwing a bit of mud?

that part of his job was to prepare responses to
police-related media inquiries.

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I do not think there is
innuendo or mud in any of the direct comments I am
making. In case Mr Hall has not understood, I am
saying that either the Deputy Premier knew what was
going on in his office or he is so disengaged from his
portfolio that he has not lived up to any general or
specific standards of ministerial responsibility. I know
Mr Hall and Ms Lovell would expect to know what was
going on in their own offices. If they did not know, they
would make it their business to know. The situation that
has been disclosed by this report — —

On page 27 it is reported that Minister Ryan said
Mr Weston should only have been speaking with the
media in a relatively limited sense but nevertheless
acknowledges that he was dealing with the media.
Mr Weston said he was in daily contact with
Minister Ryan’s chief of staff and would keep him
updated in relation to engaging with the media. The
first thing that the Deputy Premier knew was the fact
that Mr Weston was dealing with the media. He also
knew, or should have known, that every day
Mr Weston and Mr Tilley spoke by phone, sometimes
on multiple occasions each day. He should have known
that. If your adviser and your parliamentary secretary
were on the phone three or four times a day, as the
minister — I can tell you — you would have known
about it, or you should have known about it.

Mr Elsbury — It’s not that big an office.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — It’s not that big an office?
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — What did you say about it,
Mr Drum? What did you say about it at the time? Right
under the minister’s nose, his police adviser was
conducting a disgraceful, transparent campaign against
the Chief Commissioner of Police that involved the
media, the member for Benambra and the deputy
commissioner. We know that the campaign included
the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, whose role in it was so egregious that two
weeks ago, at the behest of the Premier, Paul Price and
Tony Nutt threw the member for Benambra under a
metaphorical bus. That is what we know as a result of
today’s Herald Sun and from senior sources within the
Liberal Party and the government talking to journalists
because of their disgust at the way the member for
Benambra has been treated.

Unambiguously in the OPI’s report the Deputy Premier
is reported as having indicated that he knew Mr Weston
had a particularly poisonous view of the Chief
Commissioner of Police, that he knew the
parliamentary secretary had a particularly poisonous
view of the chief commissioner and that he also knew
about Sir Ken Jones’s view of the chief commissioner.
You have a situation where the minister knew that
Mr Weston was speaking to the media, he knew that
Mr Weston could not stand the chief commissioner, he
knew that Mr Weston was talking to Mr Tilley and he
knew that Mr Tilley could not stand the chief
commissioner. That should have been the first thing
that set off an alarm bell or two.

Hon. P. R. Hall — So you believe everything you
read in the papers?

Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I acknowledge that that
was the Deputy Premier’s public position. We have a
situation, moreover, in which Mr Weston writes
briefing notes of his meeting with the deputy
commissioner for the chief of staff. He writes briefing
notes for the chief of staff on the proposal for the
deputy commissioner to withdraw his resignation. He
says on page 43 of the OPI report that he has provided a
written report to the minister about a proposed deal
with the deputy commissioner, but none of those
documents can be found and the minister cannot recall
seeing any of them. There are at least three briefing
notes, one of which the OPI says cannot be located —
how convenient! — and in relation to at least two other
briefing notes the minister just says, ‘I don’t recall
seeing them’. I reckon you would either say
‘I definitely did not see them’ or ‘I saw them’. If you

Mr Drum — So the Herald Sun is your source?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — If Mr Hall or Mr Drum
want to get up on their feet and explain how and why
the report in today’s paper is incorrect, I invite them to
do that.
We are also being asked by the Deputy Premier to
believe that the actions of his adviser and his
parliamentary secretary were a total mystery to him. Let
us go through some of the things that should have set
off warning bells. Firstly, you have the
acknowledgement in the report by the Deputy Premier
that dealing with the media was part of Tristan
Weston’s duties. If you look at page 24, you see he said

Mr Drum — They knew the Deputy Premier’s
opinion, and that was one of full support.
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saw them, you would recall it, but this sort of carefully
crafted ‘I don’t recall seeing it’ just does not ring true.
It is again inconceivable that any properly functioning
office — —
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I say to Mr Drum that in
any properly functioning office if the police adviser
provided a document of that nature to the chief of staff,
the chief of staff would bring it to the minister’s
attention unless he did not think the minister ought to
know and wanted to give the minister plausible
deniability. Certainly you would think that the minister
would see a document that is prepared for him, and you
would think that this many weeks into this scandal
someone might have produced that document. But
again, the documents cannot be found. The documents
have not been produced. It appears they no longer exist.
Then we have this entire situation with the IBAC
(Independent, Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission) and the conversation with Sir Ken Jones
whereby Mr Weston is in cahoots with Mr Denham, the
Attorney-General’s adviser. We have Mr Denham
speaking to Mr McIntosh, the Minister for Corrections.
A meeting is set up in a barrister’s chamber. We are not
told which barrister, by the way, and that would be an
interesting question to ask: which barrister’s chamber
did that meeting occur in?
Mr Koch interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I am pretty interested in
that, Mr Koch. I reckon it would be a really interesting
answer, and I reckon there might be a few people in this
chamber who might know which barrister’s chamber it
was, by the way. Anyway, let us come back to that.
There is a secret meeting set up in the barrister’s
chamber, then we are asked to believe that the Minister
for Corrections asked Minister Ryan about whether
there might be a job for the deputy commissioner at the
IBAC. However, in that conversation he never
mentioned to him that he had met with Sir Ken Jones,
so we are being asked to believe another fabulous story
that the Minister for Corrections has approached the
Deputy Premier and said, ‘Do you reckon there might
be a job for Sir Ken Jones at the IBAC?’, but it just
completely slips his mind to say, ‘And by the way, two
days ago I met with Sir Ken Jones’. It is beyond belief.
Then we have the situation in which the Deputy
Premier finds out about the meeting between Mr Kapel,
the Premier’s chief of staff, and Sir Ken Jones from
Mr Davies, the secretary of the Police Association, and
again no alarm bells go off. If you are finding out this
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sort of stuff from the secretary of the union, are you not
at this point starting to ask, ‘What is going on around
me? The secretary of the union knows, my adviser
knows and the Premier’s chief of staff knows’? But you
do not inquire any further about what is going on.
Then we have Mr Weston’s allegations about the Rush
inquiry in which he claims to have had a conversation
with the Deputy Premier about the setting up of the
Rush inquiry and indicates that the Deputy Premier
gave him a wink. The Deputy Premier says that is
fanciful, but yet again that is another conflict between
the Deputy Premier and someone; it is one more lie that
is being told, apparently, according to the Deputy
Premier.
Then we have this amazing story that is told on page 40
of the OPI report about the conversation on the morning
of 6 May between the Deputy Premier and the Chief
Commissioner of Police. Why that is important is
because sometime later that day the chief commissioner
asked the deputy commissioner to go on leave, and on
9 May when he was interviewed at a press conference,
the Deputy Premier said:
I was advised by the chief commissioner of that after the
event, and it is the case that I’d have preferred to have been
advised prior to the event.

Fair enough, too. I reckon if you were the minister, you
would have liked to have been advised prior to the
event; however, it seems from the OPI report that he
was advised prior to the event. It has been suggested
that on the morning of 6 May at 11.00 a.m., prior to the
event, Minister Ryan received a telephone call from
Mr Overland, and, as quoted in the OPI report:
… we had a conversation around the general principle of … a
person staying on in a form of employment after the employer
as it were had determined that um, he or she should leave. I
then, by his invitation, expressed an opinion about that
general principle. I told him that in my years in private
enterprise I had difficulty in a person who had been given
notice staying on beyond that date. I felt that it was in the best
interests of both parties that there be a separation, with
appropriate entitlements accommodated of course.

The Deputy Premier asks us to believe that that was a
conversation in generalities about a general principle
rather than a specific conversation about Sir Ken Jones.
What we are being asked to swallow is that on the
morning of 6 May the chief commissioner contacted
the Deputy Premier and had a general conversation
with him about the principle of when you should let
someone go, and at no stage in that conversation did the
chief commissioner reveal to the Deputy Premier that
the person they were actually talking about was Sir Ken
Jones and that he was going to put him on leave later
that day. That is the story the Deputy Premier asks us to
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accept. It is the story he asked the media to accept on
9 May when he said, ‘I wasn’t told before the event’,
but I think most reasonable people would agree that
when added up with all the other things we are being
asked to believe, it becomes less and less credible. Of
course the chief commissioner told him.
Then there is, as I have said, the report in today’s
Herald Sun, which Mr Drum disputes, as is his
prerogative. I am sure there will be a contribution that
will further ventilate the reasons he says that story is
untrue. But from all the reports we have read of the
nature of the conversations with Mr Tilley back in June,
when it was suggested that Mr Tilley threatened to
cross the floor, and the 2-hour meeting between
Mr Tilley, Mr Price and Mr Nutt, it seems that clearly
Mr Tilley did not want to resign, clearly he believed he
had done nothing wrong and clearly he does not accept
the lone gunman theory. The sacking of an
up-and-coming Liberal MP to save the Leader of The
Nationals probably went against the grain for him. But
it appears he has been corralled and put into a position
where his loyalty to the government has been called
upon, his desire to do the right thing has been
impressed upon him by members of the Premier’s staff
and he has been cajoled into both resigning and being
involved in the joint statement.
In a nutshell, the Parliament and the Victorian
community are being asked to believe a fantastic story.
We are being asked to believe that Tristan Weston
wrote briefs that the minister never saw. We are being
asked to believe that Allan Myers, QC, approached the
minister in a vacuum on behalf of Sir Ken Jones. We
are being asked to believe that the Deputy Premier also
thought that Andrew McIntosh, the Minister for
Corrections, approached him about Sir Ken Jones going
to IBAC in a vacuum, without any reference to a
meeting that was held between them. We are being
asked to believe the Deputy Premier’s discussion with
the chief commissioner on the morning that the deputy
commissioner was sent on leave did not touch on the
specific removal of Sir Ken Jones but that they talked in
general terms about it being better for people to go
immediately, and they never talked about Sir Ken
Jones.
By the way, today we are being asked to believe that
the Deputy Premier discovered that Tristan Weston’s
phone was off on 6 June but that the Premier did not
find out until two weeks ago. That was today’s
evidence in the house. We are also being asked to
believe that the Deputy Premier can remember where
and when he met with the member for Benambra, what
they talked about and a whole range of other issues but
that what he cannot be sure about and what apparently
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the member for Benambra cannot be sure about is
whether a visit to the deputy commissioner’s house two
days earlier occurred, even though the member for
Benambra is adamant that it occurred — or he had been
up until the signing of the joint statement.
We are being asked to believe that, despite all of that
and despite knowing that Mr Weston talked to the
media and that both Mr Weston and Mr Tilley had an
enormously negative view of the chief commissioner,
when he was confronted by evidence of Tristan
Weston’s behaviour the Deputy Premier was
dumbfounded, to use his word. If he was truly
dumbfounded, you would have to conclude that he was
dumb, and I have to say I do not believe the Deputy
Premier is a dumb man.
Mr Drum — He is also very honourable.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I certainly do not believe
he is a dumb man, Mr Drum.
Mr Viney — Are you saying the member for
Benambra is not honourable?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Indeed; Mr Viney makes
a good point. Every time members of the government
insist on the honourability of the Deputy Premier they
are, by implication, impugning the honourability of the
member for Benambra. You can believe, if you like,
that this was all swirling around the Deputy Premier for
month after month and he was completely oblivious to
it all and was truly dumbfounded when it was revealed
to him. But I do not believe that. I do not believe the
Deputy Premier is dumb. I am actually more inclined to
believe in the principle of Occam’s razor, which is that
the simplest explanation is most likely the correct
explanation.
The complex explanation is that the member for
Benambra lied, Mr Weston lied, the chief
commissioner deliberately deceived the minister by not
telling him that Sir Ken Jones was going on leave that
night and that through all of that the Deputy Premier
had no idea what was going on around him. That is the
complex explanation: Tilley lied, Weston lied,
Overland deceived him — —
Hon. P. R. Hall — On a point of order, Acting
President, accusations that members of Parliament have
lied have not been accepted in this Parliament before,
and it has been suggested by President after President in
rulings that it is inappropriate to use such terms. I ask
that the member withdraw those accusations.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — On the point of order,
Acting President, if he had been listening, Mr Hall
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would well know I did not accuse anyone of lying. I
said that if you believe a version of events, you would
have to believe that. In deference to Mr Hall, let me say
I am happy to moderate my language, but I absolutely
reject his suggestion that I have accused Mr Tilley or
Mr Weston of lying. Let me go on, with the minister’s
indulgence.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I say to Mr Pakula that I have been listening
intently to his contribution because I am very aware
that, given the boundaries, some terminology could be
unacceptable to this chamber. I take Mr Hall’s point,
but I rule out the point of order. However, I urge
Mr Pakula to be careful in his use of words describing
certain members in this and the other house.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I take Mr Hall’s point. Let
me rephrase. There is one complex explanation, which
is that Mr Tilley’s evidence was not truthful,
Mr Weston’s evidence was not truthful, Mr Overland
either deliberately or by omission deceived the Deputy
Premier on the morning of 6 May and that right
throughout the months that this went on the Deputy
Premier was oblivious to it all. That is one explanation.
There is a simpler explanation. It is the most simple
explanation and, I reckon, the correct explanation. That
is that Mr Weston’s evidence was truthful, Mr Tilley’s
evidence was truthful, the chief commissioner has been
entirely truthful and Mr Ryan did know what was going
on. I think that is a far more plausible explanation. That
is why we say this motion should be agreed to.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — We are debating a motion on Crossing
the Line — Report of an Investigation into the Conduct
of a Member of Victoria Police Undertaking Secondary
Employment as a Ministerial Adviser and his
Relationship with a Deputy Commissioner of Victoria
Police. That is the title of the report that was tabled in
this house last sitting week.
Under its statutory responsibilities the Office of Police
Integrity (OPI) is only able and required to inquire into
the conduct of a member of Victoria Police. I concede
that Mr Pakula is right on one thing, and that is the
comment on page 9 of the report where it says:
I emphasise that my investigation has not focused on the
conduct of Minister Ryan or Mr Hindmarsh, neither of whom
I have … jurisdiction to investigate.

True. Nevertheless, throughout the course of the
investigation and in a compilation of the report the OPI
had the full cooperation and assistance of the minister,
who is the Deputy Premier, his chief of staff and
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anybody else to whom it wished to speak. Therefore
comments in respect of this matter and investigation are
reflected in the contents of this report. On the basis of
the interviews conducted during the investigation for
this report, the OPI came to the conclusions it did with
respect to the actions of Mr Weston, and throughout the
report it has used statements from the Deputy Premier,
Mr Hindmarsh and others to formulate its view.
There is a large number of references in this report —
and I refer to page 58, page 61 and page 75 — where
you will see that the OPI has clearly come to the
conclusion that Mr Weston misled certain people,
including the Deputy Premier and Mr Hindmarsh. For
Mr Pakula to come in here today and cast aspersions by
saying that the conclusions in the report about being
misled are fanciful, or that one would have to be
dumbstruck to believe them, reflects poorly on his view
of the integrity of this report of the OPI.
In respect of this motion that has been moved in the
house today — —
Mr Viney — That is a long bow.
Hon. P. R. HALL — It is not a long bow at all. It is
hardly a long bow when I see subheadings like
‘Mr Hindmarsh misled’ throughout this report.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Hindmarsh misled?
Hon. P. R. HALL — It says Mr Hindmarsh has
been misled. Mr Pakula was a minister for several years
in the previous government, and he will recall his
reliance on his chief of staff. He would have been sure
to confer with his chief of staff, and he would have
relied upon that person for constant advice. This report
cites many instances of Mr Hindmarsh having said
under oath in his interviews with the OPI during the
investigation for this report that he asked Mr Weston a
number of times whether he was the source of leaks and
whether he was responsible for certain actions. Each
time, he denied that he was the source of those leaks.
Mr Scheffer — But we know further.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Mr Scheffer knows better?
Well, congratulations to Mr Scheffer!
Mr Scheffer interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — He knows further. Let us hear
what that further is, because there is no substantial
evidence presented so far in this debate to suggest that
Mr Scheffer does know further. Mr Pakula has come in
here today with the object of throwing a bit of mud,
hoping it sticks and hoping the issue continues out there
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in the public without adding any new evidence or
claims that would further progress what he hopes to
achieve with this motion.
I find it amazing that today we have a motion from
Mr Pakula on what he has said in his remarks is an
extremely important subject and one in which he has a
great interest, yet what this motion calls for is simply
that the house note just two aspects of this report from
the OPI. He does not seek any further actions from this
house on these matters; he just wants to fly the kite and
to throw a bit of mud and hope it sticks. If he was
having a real go at this, he would call for some
definitive action on these matters.
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — So the opposition gives up in
this house, does it, just because it has been beaten once?
Mr Pakula comes in here and makes a token effort —
an absolutely token effort — by asking the house to
note a couple of little comments in this particular
report. Already in the report it says that Mr Weston, the
subject of this report, has misled the minister, the
minister’s chief of staff and, I think, the chiefs of staff
of other ministers along the way.
If this were such a crucial subject and the members
opposite were sincere about it, it would be the no. 1
motion moved today in opposition business time.
Instead, members opposite delayed it until 4 o’clock or
thereabouts in the afternoon, almost as a second thought
in terms of priority of business. I find that fairly strange.
Mr Leane — Is the time of day the best defence you
can come up with?
Hon. P. R. HALL — No. You have not been
listening; you are a Johnny-come-lately on this.
I have been listening to Mr Pakula’s contribution, and I
have also made comment on the way he has structured
his motion, which does not call on the house to do
anything else but note — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — We can all read the report.
Anyone who has an interest in this matter would have
read the 85 pages of this report. We have all, not least
the Deputy Premier, noted the report. We have noted it,
and we take interest in and counsel from all these
reports from the OPI. I say categorically that every
single recommendation made by the OPI in this report
is accepted by the government without qualification.
These recommendations relate to the employment of a
member of Victoria Police in a minister’s office. It says
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that that should not occur, that good practice says that
that should not occur. Mr Hindmarsh and the Deputy
Premier have clearly said that they accept that and that
it will not occur again. Mind you, it did occur under a
previous police minister and under the previous
government, so let us make sure we do not have
accusations that this is something peculiar to the
coalition government.
This report centres on the actions of a member of
Victoria Police, but it needs to be clearly understood
that implicit in all of this is that the OPI had the
cooperation of ministers of the Crown and their staff at
all times to complete this report, and so it should be.
And yes, if you read through the report, you might
wonder about the actions of particular people. We all
reflect sometimes on the actions of particular people. In
terms of the Parliament itself it does well to reflect at
times like this that this is why we have organisations
like the OPI, the Auditor-General’s office and the
Ombudsman. They can give a fair adjudication on these
matters, untainted by politics. That is what is happening
in this particular case. We have had an adjudication on
this issue — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Is that why you are scrapping
the OPI?
Hon. P. R. HALL — We are also putting in place
an independent, broadbased commission against
corruption. Mr Pakula knows that.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We will see how independent
it is. Will it be as independent as the Public Transport
Development Authority or the Victorian Responsible
Gambling Foundation? Will it be as independent as the
FOI commissioner?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I ask Mr Pakula to allow Mr Hall to continue his
contribution.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I am more than happy to do
that. We will hear Mr Pakula’s comments when the
legislation on those other structures comes before the
house.
I do not want to give undue credence to this particular
motion. I see it as an important subject, and I am not by
any means belittling what is a very important report by
the OPI, just as I would not belittle any report by a
statutory body like the Auditor-General or the
Ombudsman, either. They are very important, and we
all learn lessons from them.
We have all learnt a valuable lesson from this report of
the OPI, but in no way does it impugn or make
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accusations of impropriety against the Deputy Premier
of this state, and that should be first and foremost
understood. Given how this motion is framed, I do not
think opposition members are saying that, either,
because they are not asking the house to do anything
else but note a report into the actions of a member of
Victoria Police.
Ms Pulford — It is a bicameral Parliament.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Yes?
Ms Pulford interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I do not see Ms Pulford’s name on the speaker
list. Has the minister finished his contribution?
Hon. P. R. HALL — Not quite. I thought some
other valuable contribution to this debate was being
made by way of interjection, but apparently not. I wait
in vain.
I repeat that in no way does this report infer that there
were any improper actions on the part of the Deputy
Premier, and that should be first and foremost in
people’s minds. It is a report of an investigation into the
actions of a member of Victoria Police. That is as far as
the jurisdictional coverage of the OPI goes.
I again acknowledge the simple fact that at all times the
government was fully cooperative with the OPI in the
conduct of this investigation and accepts without
qualification every recommendation. This motion is
simply a kite-flying exercise, in which Mr Pakula has
come in and thrown a bit of mud and innuendo, hoping
a bit of it will stick, but without any credibility
whatsoever, because there is no evidence at all that the
Deputy Premier has acted improperly in this matter.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — It
does not give me any joy to speak on this motion, as the
episode outlined in the Office of Police Integrity (OPI)
report, Crossing the Line, should never have occurred.
Given what is contained in it, the report is one of the
most serious that has come before the Parliament in the
time I have been here. The chain of events described in
the OPI report are very disturbing and clearly have
played a large part in bringing about the unwarranted
resignation of former Chief Commissioner of
Police Simon Overland. I was very surprised when
Mr Overland resigned following the tabling in June of
the Victorian Ombudsman’s report entitled
Investigation into an Allegation about Victoria Police
Crime Statistics because there was no finding in that
report of any misconduct, dishonesty or design to
influence the democratic process. The Ombudsman
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made that clear, and it is repeated on page 29 of the OPI
report.
The major recommendation of the Ombudsman’s
report in June was that the government should establish
an independent body to manage, collate and
disseminate crime statistics, which was a
recommendation made by the Ombudsman two years
before. Such a body has been in place in New South
Wales for decades. I am not sure whether the
government has moved on this issue; I certainly have
not heard of any movement on the issue. I know the
police accepted that recommendation, but I am not sure
whether the government has moved to establish such a
body. It should.
I said the chain of events, or the episode, outlined in the
OPI report should never have occurred. I believe it
occurred as a result of some unwise decisions. One of
those was the appointment of Sir Ken Jones as the
deputy commissioner after he had been an unsuccessful
candidate for the position of Chief Commissioner of
Police. In saying this I am not casting any aspersions on
Sir Ken, although the OPI report reveals some naive
and possibly unwise behaviour by him. The
appointment involved some inherent tensions and
potential competition or rivalry rather than cooperation
in police command. That turned out to be the case, as is
documented in the report. This problem was created by
the former government.
Another fundamental problem was the appointment of a
seconded police officer as a ministerial adviser. I raised
this in Parliament in June when we debated a motion
about government accountability. On that occasion I
said it was of concern to me that serving police or
police who were still sworn police officers had been
seconded to the office of former Minister Cameron and
then to Minister Ryan’s office and that that created an
inherent conflict of interest, because the first duty of a
police officer who is still a sworn police officer is to the
police, not to the minister or the minister’s chief of
staff. That has also been very clearly laid out in the
report, and it is the key recommendation of the report
that that should not occur again.
Another problem was Mr Weston. As I said publicly
after the release of the OPI report, the problem of the
appointment of a police secondee was compounded by
the fact that only three months before his appointment
Mr Weston had been an unsuccessful candidate for the
Liberal Party in the seat of Macedon. He also had a
well-known animosity towards Chief
Commissioner Simon Overland, which also made him
a totally inappropriate appointment. This also is clearly
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outlined in the OPI report. This was a mistake of the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

he said that that should have rung alarm bells. In fact
that should have led to that person not being appointed.

Another factor that led to the events outlined in the OPI
report is that there appeared to be a lack of direction
and supervision of and liaison with Mr Weston by the
chief of staff of the minister, Mr Hindmarsh, who
seemed to know nothing about what Mr Weston was
doing. I have to say that the fact that the OPI report
mentions a couple of occasions when Mr Hindmarsh
asked Mr Weston whether he was the source of the
leaks and Mr Weston denied that, indicates to me that
Mr Hindmarsh must have strongly suspected that he
was the source. If Mr Hindmarsh was thinking that and
asking it several times, it casts doubt on whether that
issue would not have been raised with the minister.

The report also said that Mr Overland was not happy
with the appointment, mainly because he would have
preferred it to have been a more senior officer from
Victoria Police. I would prefer that it had been no-one
from Victoria Police and that the long established
tradition of liaison between the minister’s office and
police force through the Department of Justice was
continued instead. There were a lot of things that were
done which inevitably led to what happened as outlined
in this report.

In any case, the report contains the comment by
Mr Weston that he hardly ever spoke to the police
minister and may have occasionally seen him in the
corridor. It is very concerning to read in the Office of
Police Integrity report about someone who was
appointed by the police minister as a ministerial adviser
and whose role it was to liaise with the police. This is
not about a staff member who was opening the mail; it
is about a staff member who was liaising with Victoria
Police.
You cannot read this report without wondering what the
minister was thinking in not having a more direct
liaison, involvement and conversation, if not every day,
at least every other day, with that person as to what was
going on. That is another issue in the mix that led to the
chain of events that is unfolded for us in the OPI report,
and that again is a problem for the minister. The
director, police integrity, states — and I paraphrase —
that Mr Weston was largely off on a frolic of his own,
and he was not supervised enough by the police
minister or his chief of staff. That is mentioned in
passing in the report as well. The minister has a lot of
responsibility for what has happened.
Mr Pakula went into a lot of detail about what the
member for Benambra in the Assembly, Mr Tilley, said
the minister knew and what the minister said he knew. I
do not want to repeat that except to say that I concur
with every single concern or query that Mr Pakula
raised in his contribution. I do not feel the need to go
over it again, except to say that I share those concerns
and queries. The minister knew about Mr Weston’s
acrimony towards the former Chief Commissioner of
Police, as is outlined clearly in the report at pages 29
and 30. The minister was aware of this, yet he
appointed somebody to liaise with Victoria Police who
he knew had an animosity towards the former Chief
Commissioner of Police. I agree with Mr Pakula when

Even though the OPI admits that a lot of Mr Weston’s
behaviour was off his own bat — he certainly says that
himself when interviewed — I remain concerned that a
certain culture and underlying atmosphere may have
been present in the minister’s office. You cannot read
this report and not come to this conclusion or not have a
concern about a possible culture in the minister’s office
which was perhaps not as supportive of the former
Chief Commissioner of Police as the police minister
tried to make out publicly. Certainly the government
was very quick to accept the resignation of the former
Chief Commissioner of Police. I do not believe there
was anything in the report of the Ombudsman that
required the resignation of the former Chief
Commissioner of Police. We wondered at the time what
this was about.
The minister has also maintained that this investigation
is now over, so there is nothing more to learn. This is
not entirely true. As Mr Pakula and Mr Hall said, the
OPI can only investigate sworn police officers. But it is
not correct, as Mr Hall said, that the OPI was only
investigating Mr Weston; it was also investigating Sir
Ken Jones, who is also a sworn police officer. At
Page 9 of the report the director, police integrity, states
that he cannot investigate ministers or their advisers or
chiefs of staff, all of whom are embroiled in this saga
and yet cannot be investigated further. But the director,
police integrity, implies very clearly in this report —
and it is disingenuous for anyone to say that he does not
if they have actually read the report — that there is
more to it than he is able to uncover because he cannot
follow every line of inquiry. He also says that he has
written to the Ombudsman about certain things that he
is unable to follow up due to his limitations under the
Police Integrity Act 2008.
This is a problem with the Police Integrity Act 2008,
something that I pointed out during the previous
Parliament. The act is there ostensibly to follow up
wherever a sworn police officer is allegedly involved in
serious misconduct or corruption, yet it cannot
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investigate further the person with whom the police
officer may have been involved in that serious
misconduct or corruption. This is an issue with the
Police Integrity Act 2008.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has
refused to apologise to the former Chief Commissioner
of Police. In an interview on ABC radio, to which I
listened and then followed on afterwards, Minister
Ryan said that the former Chief Commissioner of
Police tendered his resignation and it was accepted.
That was his only response. I say he should publicly
apologise to the former Chief Commissioner of Police
for the obvious role that his ministerial office played in
undermining Mr Overland both personally and
professionally; that is the least he can do. That he
refuses to do so amazes me. Whether or not he was
personally involved — and I am not suggesting he
was — his ministerial office clearly was if you read this
report. His ministerial office clearly was involved in
personally and professionally undermining former
Chief Commissioner of Police Simon Overland, and for
that reason he should apologise.
When I was asked on ABC regional radio whether
Minister Ryan should resign, I said — and I say
again — that given the OPI report he should seriously
reconsider his position as police minister. Serious
misconduct occurred in his office, which neither he nor
his chief of staff were on top of. It played a significant
part in the resignation of a serving police commissioner
who it appears had not done anything wrong that would
require his resignation.
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know about the meeting on 14 May between Mr Tilley,
Mr Weston and the then deputy chief commissioner,
Sir Ken Jones. He has been asked that question several
times in several ways and he has never said he did not
know; he has never said those words in the Parliament.
He has gone off on tangents about how important the
report is and how the people of Victoria should read it
and how he accepts it et cetera, but he has never said he
did not know about the meeting. That is a big concern
to me because if the minister did not know, he should
say so in a straightforward way, and he has not done
that.
I agree with Mr Pakula that this is a very important
issue. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services
has admitted that he met with Mr Tilley on the morning
of Monday, 16 May. It stretches the bounds of
credibility that they did not discuss the meeting
between Sir Ken Jones, Mr Tilley and Mr Weston,
which occurred on Saturday, 14 May. It would have
had to have been the most important issue that could
possibly have been before them. The meeting was not
even 48 hours later. That is all you can say, because the
OPI cannot take it any further. I take no joy in this
motion; it is a very serious matter. A lot of mistakes
were made in the minister’s office, and previous unwise
appointments and a lack of supervision, direction and
liaison have led to all this. Public confidence and the
confidence of police in the office of the police minister
is important, and I do not think it is there. I have
certainly lost it.

Ms PENNICUIK — I have already made my
comment about that, Mr Davis. A lot is expected of
ministers and their offices. I am not sure that the public
or the police can continue to have confidence in
Minister Ryan. He should consider this very seriously; I
take no joy at all in saying that. When Simon Overland
resigned, he said he did so for the benefit of the police
due to the ongoing innuendo and campaign against him
in the media. We now know where this was coming
from. To a large degree it was coming from Minister
Ryan’s office. Simon Overland said he resigned in the
interest of the police force. The minister should
consider the same approach.

I also want to talk briefly about a meeting facilitated by
the Attorney-General’s chief of staff, who
coincidentally is also a former policeman. The meeting
was between the Minister responsible for the
establishment of an anti-corruption commission and
Sir Ken Jones. I mention it because that was a
questionable meeting too. It is why I moved a motion in
this house on 29 June calling for an independent
commissioner for public appointments. It was so that
the appointments to bodies such as the police and all the
other major agencies, including an independent
broadbased anticorruption commission (IBAC), would
be done at arm’s length from the government. That is
particularly so for the IBAC Commissioner, the person
who is going to direct this process, as it says in the
report, in the lead-up to the establishment of the
commission.

I attended question time in the Legislative Assembly
when the minister was questioned about what he knew
and when he knew things and the discrepancies
between his testimony and that of Mr Tilley. It
concerns me that the minister has been unable to say in
a straightforward way in Parliament that he did not

It is curious that the minister responsible for setting up
the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission was not looking for a person to start it up
in an open and transparent way. That is not a great start.
The government should take up my suggestion to
establish an independent commission for public

Hon. D. M. Davis — True, but the statistics!
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appointments. It works in the UK and keeps all those
appointments at arm’s length. Neither of the two parties
in this house supported it. They came up with spurious
excuses such as, ‘It won’t work’ et cetera. I was
concerned to read about that in the OPI report as well.
I cannot conclude without speaking about the role of
the media in this report. Pages 53 to 73 are devoted to
the media campaign, which makes for disturbing
reading. On page 74 the director, police integrity, said:
In every aspect this was a disturbing episode.

On page 79 of the report he recommends:
If the Australian government’s proposed inquiry into the
media proceeds —

and it is proceeding —
the use of the media in the campaign against former Chief
Commissioner Simon Overland deserves consideration.

I hope the inquiry into the media looks at this issue,
because as the director, police integrity, said, ‘In every
aspect this was a disturbing episode’. Given that there is
that inquiry and there other issues about the media, it
should look at it.
This is a serious report. From my point of view it
removes confidence in the office of the police minister.
I am sorry to say that because I did not wish to come to
that conclusion, but I could not do anything else after
reading this report and after hearing the minister, when
asked direct questions, fail to give a straightforward
answer to those questions. The thing that gets me is that
he has not been able to answer a straightforward
question in a straightforward way in either media
interviews or in the Parliament, and that is concerning.
I partly agree with Mr Hall that the motion squibs a bit.
It should have been a motion to inquire further.
However, having said that, other inquiries are going on,
and the OPI has written to the Ombudsman. I think we
will hear more about this chain of events. It is not over
yet. I appreciate the OPI’s report, and we should be
considering it. The Office of Police Integrity has tabled
a report of 80-odd pages regarding a serious issue, and
it is our job to consider it. I support the motion,
although I take no joy in doing so.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — When one reads
the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) report entitled
Crossing the Line, one can only be left with the
contemplation that Mr Tristan Weston is rather like Lee
Harvey Oswald. One man acting alone fired a magic
bullet aimed at Simon Overland. It diverted through his
skull and got Sir Ken Jones, then diverted another time
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and took Bill Tilley, the member for Benambra in the
other place, in the tummy, and then finally came to rest
in Mr Tristan Weston’s temple. That is what this
process leads us to believe.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr VINEY — Good question. There seem to be
allegations in today’s media that Jack Ruby was Tony
Nutt and Paul Price. Because they were not able to fire
the fatal bullet on Mr Tilley, they had to bring in the
Premier.
With the defence being put up by Mr Ryan, who is the
Deputy Premier and the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, what we are being asked to
believe lacks any credibility. For example, we are being
asked to believe that there were somewhere in the order
of 20 newspaper articles in the period from February to
May; that a whole series of significant events took
place in the office of the Chief Commissioner of Police,
including the resignation of the deputy chief
commissioner and then requests for the deputy chief
commissioner to withdraw his recognition and come
back to office; and that there were meetings between
Mr Weston and the deputy chief commissioner and
between Mr Weston, Mr Tilley and the deputy chief
commissioner.
All of these details are in a chronology of events on
pages 15, 16 and 17 of Crossing the Line. On 14 May a
meeting was held between Mr Weston and Mr Tilley,
and that is reported in the chronology of events. There
was an article on that same day about Simon
Overland’s secret OPI visit. We are being asked to
believe that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services did not read any of these articles or, if he did,
that he was unconcerned by them and did not ask
anyone in his office what on earth was going on.
What is missing from the chronology of events are the
facts contained in a media release that was released
yesterday. They are the facts of a 40-minute
conversation over coffee between Mr Tilley and
Mr Ryan, who were discussing a number of things on
16 May, two days after the meeting between
Mr Weston, Mr Tilley and Sir Ken Jones took place.
Two days afterwards they had a coffee. It is not in the
OPI’s chronology of events because apparently neither
man bothered to mention it to the OPI. If they had, you
would think it would be there. It was uncovered only
yesterday in a media statement. We are being led to
believe that the conversation took place for 40 minutes
and that none of the other elements of this chronology
of events were discussed between the minister and the
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Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, Mr Tilley. This lacks credibility.
For a number of years I was a parliamentary secretary,
and to suggest that one would have a discussion with a
senior public servant without telling the minister is
ludicrous.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Auditor-General: TAFE Governance
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
report on TAFE governance of October 2011. The best
way to start is to say that in the Victorian TAFE system
each TAFE is autonomous and governed by a board,
and that board is accountable to the Minister for Higher
Education and Skills. Skills Victoria manages the
relationship between the TAFEs and the government to
meet its goals and targets. It is a historic fact that
TAFEs have had mixed reactions to the notion of
contestability in that they have had to weather the
marketplace realities of competition coming from a host
of private registered training organisations, known as
RTOs. Perhaps this struggle and adjustment phase is
central to the critique the Victorian Auditor-General
presents in his report. TAFEs used to use block funding
to provide services, but now they have to compete with
public and private RTOs for the student market.
Let us go back to 2010 and focus specifically on a loan
of $6.5 million that Holmesglen TAFE made to an
RTO, which was part of Holmesglen TAFE’s strategy
to acquire that RTO. In early 2011 Holmesglen TAFE
resolved not to proceed with that acquisition and to
recover the loan payments. Skills Victoria intervened,
with assistance from the Department of Treasury and
Finance, but unfortunately in the attempted acquisition
process there was a loss amounting to $3 million of
taxpayers money. Page vii of the Auditor-General’s
report says:
This audit examined the legal authority and financial
prudence of Holmesglen’s decision to enter into this
arrangement as well as broader, systemic questions about the
effectiveness of oversight of the sector.

This is where the concern is. The Victorian
Auditor-General concludes that there was
‘inadequate … engagement between Holmesglen and
Skills Victoria over a number of years’. General failure
by Skills Victoria ‘to provide sound oversight and
leadership of the TAFE sector’ is highlighted,
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especially ‘during a period of significant strategic
repositioning’ — that is, the era when we ushered in
contestability. The Auditor-General says the board
‘acted in good faith’ but ‘did not proactively engage
with Skills Victoria’. His assessment is that
Holmesglen ‘lacked significant information on the
RTO when making its decision’, that it ‘did not
demonstrate financial prudence’, that it was left in that
state by the inadequate oversight of Skills Victoria and
that ‘clear and timely direction was not provided’ to
Holmesglen by Skills Victoria. Perhaps we can say it
was the blind leading the blind. The Auditor-General
says:
Skills Victoria has not demonstrated that it has adapted its
oversight role to respond to the contestable market model.

He also says that the Holmesglen strategy:
… was not supported by government or government financial
management policy and did not adhere to a standing direction
from the Minister for Finance.

TAFE institutes now have to combine private sector
behaviour and pursuits — that is, they have to face the
reality of the market pressures and perhaps look at who
they have working within their environments — with
public sector requirements for accountability. There is
no escaping this, and this was never clearly outlined by
Skills Victoria. The relationship between Holmesglen
and Skills Victoria is described as ‘poor and
characterised by limited communication and mutual
distrust’. The report goes on to say:
Communication by Skills Victoria has typically been
undocumented, including crucial information such as policy
intentions, feedback on Holmesglen’s actions, expectations
regarding information flow, and minutes from key meetings.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) report
which was tabled a few weeks ago, appropriately titled
Crossing the Line. It is a damning report on the
interference of the Baillieu government in the
management of Victoria Police. This report reveals a
clear, systematic and orchestrated attempt from within
the office of the Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan, to
undermine and ultimately bring down then Chief
Commissioner of Police Simon Overland.
This report has already forced the Deputy Premier’s
senior ministerial adviser, Tristan Weston, and the
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, Bill Tilley, the member for Benambra in the
Assembly, to resign. It is now time that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, the Deputy Premier
himself, resigns. It is beyond belief that Mr Ryan says
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he had no idea of the campaign being waged within his
very own office to bring down the independent police
commissioner. If Mr Ryan is not dishonest, then he is
grossly incompetent. Either Tristan Weston is a rogue
operator acting on his own, which means that the
minister failed in his duties to ensure that his office and
staff were conducting themselves in an appropriate
manner, or the minister is also involved.
Page 9 of the report reads:
… Mr Weston appears to assert that some of his conduct was
implicitly condoned by Minister Ryan.

It goes on to say that Minister Ryan:
… emphatically denies that he was aware of, condoned or
approved … any conduct of Mr Weston that could be
characterised as improper.

How is it that the Deputy Premier did not know about
key meetings between his own parliamentary secretary,
a political adviser working for him in his office and
Sir Ken Jones? How is it that he did not know about all
the phone calls that were being made to journalists, day
after day, undermining the police commissioner? How
is it that the Deputy Premier was left out of the loop
when Tristan Weston, Bill Tilley and Sir Ken Jones
said he was most definitely in? How can the Deputy
Premier deny all knowledge of the so-called deal
regarding the withdrawal of Sir Ken Jones’s resignation
when Mr Weston said he briefed both the Deputy
Premier and his chief of staff on the matter?
Minister Ryan’s emphatic denial of Mr Weston’s
statements is a direct contradiction of statements made
by Mr Tilley. The then Parliamentary Secretary for
Police and Emergency Services told the OPI that the
Deputy Premier was aware of his visit to Sir Ken
Jones’s house to discuss withdrawing Sir Ken’s
resignation. The Deputy Premier subsequently told the
OPI that he was not aware of this meeting, nor was he
aware of the approach to persuade Sir Ken to withdraw
his resignation, so we have to ask just who misled the
OPI.
Mr Ryan has blamed Tristan Weston. He has blamed
Bill Tilley. He has blamed Simon Overland. He has
blamed everyone, including the media — but not
himself. After all his efforts in pointing the finger,
Mr Ryan now blames his faulty recollection. In an
extraordinary media statement, released jointly with
Mr Tilley yesterday, he conceded that apparently they
both stand by the evidence they have given to the
inquiry and that they have acted with integrity. The
problem here is that if both Mr Ryan and Mr Tilley
believe they are correct, clearly one person is not. One
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person has been lying, and it is important we find out
exactly who — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I have given Ms Mikakos some latitude in
relation to making a statement on a published report.
With the terminology of ‘lying’ Ms Mikakos has
headed into accusations. The Deputy Clerk has raised a
concern with me that Ms Mikakos is treading on fairly
thin ice in some of the commentary she is making. She
has raised a number of questions in a statement on a
report, and I ask her to be careful with her terminology,
particularly when speaking of members in the other
place.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am speaking on the report. I
may not be quoting chapter-and-verse pages and
references in the report, because 5 minutes will not
allow me to do that, but I am commenting on the
substance of the report in the contribution I am making.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member knows full well that it is against
the standing orders to reflect on a member of this
chamber or the other chamber except by means of a
substantive motion. This is not a substantive motion,
and therefore I ask that you uphold the point of order
and draw her back to making comments which are
acceptable within the rules of the standing orders.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I was actually going to do that, given the
opportunity, before Mrs Peulich raised a point of order.
Certainly the report does not indicate that the Deputy
Premier was lying in any way, shape or form, so I tend
to agree with Mrs Peulich. Ms Mikakos is to return to
making her statement on the report.
Ms MIKAKOS — I refer members to page 9 of the
OPI report, which says:
I emphasise that my investigation has not focused on the
conduct of Minister Ryan or Mr Hindmarsh, neither of whom
I have any jurisdiction to investigate.

Clearly this report has not been able to vindicate the
Deputy Premier, his chief of staff nor the Premier’s
chief of staff, because the OPI was not able to
investigate those individuals.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, the member has continued to flout your
ruling made only a few seconds ago. I ask that you
uphold the ruling you made.
Ms MIKAKOS — On the point of order, Acting
President, I just quoted from the report, which says that
the OPI did not have the jurisdiction to investigate the
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individuals I am referring to. These individuals have
subsequently gone out and claimed that they have been
vindicated by this report when they have not.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! I was seeking advice from the Deputy Clerk in
relation to a previous point of order, so I did not hear
what was said. I apologise to Mrs Peulich. I ask
Ms Mikakos to continue, given the time she has left.
Mr O’Brien — On the point of order, Acting
President, nothing in the section that the member has
quoted from the report provides any basis to any
imputation against any member of Parliament. I ask that
she withdraw — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Ramsay) —
Order! That is not a point of order; in fact I ruled on
that previously.
Ms MIKAKOS — I am not quite sure whether
government members are rising to Bill Tilley’s defence
or Peter Ryan’s defence, but I am sure we will find out
in tomorrow’s newspapers. This is an important report,
which describes serious misconduct by senior members
of the Baillieu government. Members opposite should
be embarrassed. They should be hanging their heads in
shame at the contents of this report, rather than trying to
waste time during the 5 minutes I have allocated to me.
There are numerous instances referred to in the report
that raise issues and further questions. This report is just
the tip of the iceberg. Clearly there are further issues
that need to be explored by this Parliament and by the
people of Victoria to get to the bottom of this. Peter
Ryan’s ‘hear no evil, see no evil, speak no evil’
approach is just not good enough for the Deputy
Premier of our state.

Auditor-General: Maternity Services — Capacity
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak this afternoon on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
report of October 2011 entitled Maternity Services —
Capacity. As the title suggests, the report is about the
capacity of maternity services in this state. I have to say
from the outset that it is quite a damning report in
relation to the former government undertaking planning
for capacity aspects of maternity services right across
Victoria. The audit summary of the report states:
Maternity services are a core part of health-care delivery,
representing 5 per cent of all public hospital admissions and
17 per cent of state-funded hospital outpatient
appointments …
Pressure on maternity services has increased over the past
decade. After a number of years of decline, birthrates started
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increasing in Victoria from 2001. This growth peaked during
2007–08, with the highest number of births since 1971.

That is 40 years ago.
Rising numbers of women experiencing complex pregnancies
due to increasing risk factors, such as age and obesity, are
also placing greater demand on maternity services.

That is quite evident. As members will know, I have
experience in relation to this as I worked at the Royal
Women’s Hospital in one of those high-risk areas of
diabetes in pregnancy. At that time in the 1990s the
services were increasing, so it is no surprise to see that
those demands have been increasing over the past
decade.
The former Labor government and the former health
minister, now the Leader of the Opposition in the
Assembly, completely undervalued, underestimated
and paid no regard to future planning or working
through those capacity issues to ensure that maternity
services were delivered in an effective manner across
Victoria. A number of issues are raised in the report
about those figures from the past decade. I refer to the
figures on page 1 of the introduction to the report,
where it says:
Today, 54 health services provide dedicated maternity
services. Three hospitals in metropolitan Melbourne have
specialist or ‘tertiary services’ dealing with the most complex
pregnancies, deliveries and newborns.

A lot of the complex pregnancies and premature babies
that require the services of those three tertiary hospitals
come from the private system as well. The failure of the
previous government to look at future planning for the
capacity which those three tertiary services need to
have, let alone its failure to address the major
component of population growth over the last 10 years,
is significantly highlighted by this report. The
predominantly clear message from the report is that
there was a need for better planning for these vital
services. The report highlights the failures of the
previous Labor government in no uncertain terms.
In relation to addressing some of those failures the
report made six recommendations in total. I will not go
through all those recommendations because I do not
have time. I will just say in brief that the report
recommends that the Department of Health improves
its understanding and planning of maternity services;
the department focuses on improving access to
maternity services in growth areas; the department
prioritises its work with the commonwealth to improve
access to antenatal care; the department provides
information in relevant community languages; the
department requires health services to monitor and
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report their progress; and that health services
systematically evaluate targeted programs for
vulnerable women to assess whether they are meeting
objectives.
I am pleased to say that those recommendations have
been looked at by the coalition government, and the
government is addressing and endorsing those six
recommendations. This report found there was a severe
lack of planning in relation to much-needed maternity
services right across the state and in particular within
the growth areas.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I too rise to
speak in relation to the Office of Police Integrity report
Crossing the Line, which is an extraordinary report that
leaves many questions unanswered. The starting point
for me is the comments of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Mr Ryan, which are quoted at
page 53 of the report in relation to the campaign to
undermine the former Chief Commissioner of Police,
Mr Overland. Mr Ryan is quoted as having said:
I’ve not seen the like of the campaign that’s been run against
[Mr Overland]. Never seen the like of it in my 18 years in
politics and in my similar time in private life. It is unremitting
and it’s remorseless.

The director, police integrity, goes on to say:
The chronology at the commencement of this report proves
the minister’s point, well and truly. My investigation has
established that one of the most energetic campaigners was
Mr Weston.

What we have, in the minister’s own words, is a
remorseless and unrelenting campaign which was, in
the words of the director, police integrity, run out of the
office of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services. The police minister’s adviser was
instrumental, to say the least, in that campaign, and yet
the police minister says he knew nothing about it. If the
police minister does not know that this unrelenting
campaign is being run out of his office, it raises some
serious questions. This is not a lone adviser acting on
his own; this is not a one-off action by an individual
from his office. The report sets out a campaign that
went on for months; that was a very public and
acrimonious campaign. It involved a deliberate media
strategy and deliberate leaking to the media on a regular
basis to undermine the chief commissioner. The
campaign involved Sir Ken Jones, then the deputy
commissioner of police, and Mr Greg Davies from the
Police Association.
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Despite all this information, the police minister expects
the public to believe he knew nothing. When you read
through the report you see that Mr Weston has a
different view. He says he was acting as an adviser to
the minister. He says on page 9 of the report that his
conduct was condoned by the minister. He is also very
clear that his actions had the support of the police
minister. He says the chief commissioner was told,
‘anything I requested was to be treated as if it was a
request from the minister’. There is no doubt in
Mr Weston’s mind that he had direct authority from the
minister to act as he did. The report outlines that not
only did he act with the authority of the minister but he
also reported to the minister:
I would generally see him at least once a week …

He also communicated via the minister’s chief of staff,
Mr Hindmarsh, and he knew that Mr Hindmarsh would
be speaking to the minister ‘several times a day’.
Mr Weston said at page 27 of the report that there were
occasions ‘when he bypassed the chief of staff and went
directly to the minister’. In addition, on page 43 we
have a report written directly to the minister; and those
with whom Mr Weston dealt thought he was
representing the government, as stated on page 48 of
the report.
The report makes a compelling case. There is a major
campaign to undermine the chief of police. It involves
the Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, a number of stakeholders and the media. It is
run out of the minister’s office by an adviser who says
his actions were condoned by the minister, who says he
represents the minister and who either directly or
indirectly reported to the minister, sometimes in
writing. He was treated by others as representing the
minister. In the face of all this the minister tries to
maintain that he knew nothing. It defies logic, common
sense and credibility that in the face of all this the
minister knew nothing.

Auditor-General: TAFE Governance
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also wish to speak on the Auditor-General’s report on
TAFE governance, dated October 2011. The report
obviously comes within the purview of my
responsibilities. I was interested not only in the specific
issue of Holmesglen TAFE but also the various
governance issues that arose as a result of the
Auditor-General looking more broadly at the sector and
making some much-needed and probably overdue
recommendations for that governance to be tightened,
given the changing circumstances of the environment in
which TAFEs operate.
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To place it into context, in Victoria TAFE institutes
offer vocational programs to meet the needs of industry,
individual students and the general community. Each
TAFE has its own board and is accountable to the
Minister for Higher Education and Skills for its
education and financial performance. The oversight of
the Victorian training system is delegated to Skills
Victoria on behalf of the Victorian Skills Commission.
Skills Victoria is a business unit in the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development. It is the
role of Skills Victoria to support TAFEs to meet
government goals and targets and also to manage
government relationships with the institutes.
Clearly there have been a number of changes in the
environment in which TAFEs have operated over the
last 10 years, and they now operate in a much more
contestable market where they are required to compete
against registered training organisations (RTOs). Some
of the market factors that have impacted on the RTOs
are well known. Nonetheless, it makes TAFEs much
more focused on increasing their market share, not only
domestically but more and more they are looking to
interstate and international opportunities. In particular
that is relevant with international student numbers
declining.
Holmesglen TAFE is one of 14 stand-alone institutes,
and it has been quite aggressive in its development of
new and innovative courses and taking on other
troubled TAFEs as a way of expanding its base. In
November 2010 the board of Holmesglen, on advice
from executives, commenced an acquisition process of
a financially stressed private training provider. The first
step of that process involved making a loan facility of
$6.5 million available to that provider. Although a
charge was placed over the assets of the provider, no
due diligence had been undertaken by the institute
before making the loan available. The minister, on
becoming aware of this after his election, wrote to the
Auditor-General in January and asked that an audit be
undertaken of the governance arrangements
surrounding Holmesglen Institute’s decision-making
processes in this case. The Auditor-General made five
recommendations regarding this matter, and the
minister has indicated that they will be implemented.
Organisational changes have already been made within
Skills Victoria that reflect the need to strengthen
communication and the overall relationship between the
department and TAFEs. Legislative changes may be
required to give effect to the Auditor-General’s
recommendations, and these obviously need to be and
will be progressed as a matter of priority.
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I also understand that the Auditor-General’s report
reinforces the position that all funds held by all TAFEs
are public funds, for which the government of the day is
responsible to Parliament. The report is a timely
reminder of the need to continually monitor and assess
the strength of governance arrangements as the policy
environment shifts to public entities. This is particularly
the case for those entities operating commercially that
are expected to meet the accountability and
risk-management standards required of all public sector
entities.
It is a very timely report. A number of steps have
already been taken by the minister, commendably, to
address a situation that he inherited. He has taken this
forward to address the policy issues related to TAFE
governance which have been highlighted in the report,
particularly issues associated with TAFE’s commercial
powers and accountabilities. I look forward to a more
vibrant sector. It will allow us to put in place a
comprehensive governance and accountability
framework for an important sector of our education
system — the area of training and development.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The Office
of Police Integrity (OPI) report Crossing the Line is
depressing reading and raises more questions than it
answers. A range of questions emerge from the report.
Firstly, why did the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services admit that there was an unprecedented
campaign run against the former Chief Commissioner
of Police, Simon Overland? Is he distancing himself
from implication in the campaign run out of his own
office? Is it credible that the police minister and/or his
chief of staff did not regularly meet with private office
staff, and that these meetings never dealt with Tristan
Weston’s activities? Could a minister as sharp as Peter
Ryan be completely hoodwinked by a man like Tristan
Weston?
Tristan Weston spoke to many people — ministers,
members of Parliament, ministerial staff working for
other ministers, public servants, members of Victoria
Police and journalists. How could it be that his
so-called clandestine activities never came to the
attention of Ben Hindmarsh or Minister Ryan, who
must have been talking to the same people? Can we
believe, as Minister Ryan and Ben Hindmarsh say in
the report, that they only realised what was happening
under their noses when the OPI told them? Why did
Minister Ryan accept the appointment to his private
office of a man whose longstanding opposition to the
Chief Commissioner of Police was widely known, a
view that the minister says he opposed?
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Why did Simon Overland disagree with placing Tristan
Weston in the police minister’s office and why did
Minister Ryan and the government ignore the advice?
Is it credible that the Premier did not know that his
chief of staff met with the deputy police commissioner
behind the commissioner’s back? If the discussion
during the first meeting between Sir Ken Jones and
Michael Kapel was as unremarkable as Mr Kapel said,
why did the two men agree to keep the meeting a secret
from the Chief Commissioner of Police and the Premier
to whom each man was respectively and directly
accountable? If it was the Attorney-General’s idea to
enlist Sir Ken for the broadbased anticorruption
commission (BACC), why did he ask his staffer, Paul
Denham, to ask Tristan Weston from Minister Ryan’s
office to sound out Sir Ken, and why was the approach
itself and Mr Weston’s involvement kept from the
police minister?
Why did Minister McIntosh not simply make his own
independent approach to Sir Ken over the role on the
new BACC through his own staffers? Why go through
the Attorney-General’s office via the police minister’s
staffer without telling the police minister? Was it
because they wanted Sir Ken to think Minister Ryan
supported Sir Ken going to BACC without telling the
police minister? That is bizarre!
Is it not curious that at no stage in the lead up to his
meeting with Sir Ken did Minister McIntosh or the
Attorney-General say anything to the police minister on
the many occasions they must have met in the cabinet
room and in the house, especially since Minister Ryan
had been so upset over not being told of the meeting
between Mr Kapel and Sir Ken? Do Liberals not talk to
The Nationals? On page 47 the report states that
Mr Tilley says he told the police minister about his
meeting with Sir Ken on 14 May but on page 52 states
the minister says he was unaware of Mr Tilley’s visit to
Sir Ken. Is this plausible? Yesterday’s media release
from the minister and Mr Tilley that they both agree to
disagree is fine but does not explain why Mr Tilley had
to pay the price. Does anyone really believe this?
Why did the police minister not interrogate his chief of
staff when the minister was provided with the briefing
note proposing that Sir Ken withdraw his resignation
with the minister’s approval, instead of simply saying
he wanted to stay out of the warring camps? Why did
the minister not say, ‘What is this all about? For
heaven’s sake will one of you tell me what is going
on?’ The simple explanation must be that the minister
knew. Is it believable that the minister did not know
about a single one of the nine stories that Tristan
Weston fabricated and fed to journalists and the trail of
deception that was occurring right under the minister’s
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nose and within earshot of his chief of staff and his
media team? It defies belief.
These are just some of the questions that jump out of
the OPI report. This government was elected with a
promise that it would administer the state with
transparency, honesty and integrity and that it would
end the spin in politics. After one year in office we now
know this promise is in shreds.

Queen Elizabeth Centre: report 2010–11
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — It gives
me enormous pleasure to rise to talk about QEC —
Learning Parenting Together 2010–2011 annual report.
I have had a long association with the Queen Elizabeth
Centre. As I have told members of this chamber before,
I was proud to be a board member when the QEC was
located in Carlton and was instrumental on the board
that officiated over the move to Noble Park.
At the time it was fairly traumatic because the service
that had been provided in Carlton had been there for a
significant period of time, and it was a very big move.
However, the minister at the time, Marie Tehan — an
excellent minister in the Kennett era — recognised that
the growth area for Melbourne and therefore the
pressure points for parenting were going to be in the
south-eastern corridor and that people experiencing
parental issues and concerns about their families could
not bring small children and family members to
Carlton, where parking and public transport were
difficult, so it was much better to have a facility based
within their community. Hence the necessity to move to
Noble Park and create programs that were reflective of
the time and age.
I was on that board about 15 years ago, and many
things have changed. One of the things about the QEC
was that it was always relevant to the concerns of the
day. I was particularly pleased to read about the
programs that are continuing at QEC in Noble Park.
Parenting skills are really important. We used to see
many people — and it is interesting to see these
statistics — presenting and saying, ‘There is something
wrong with this child; it cries all the time’, only to find
out the problem was not with the child but with the
parent. The professionals at the QEC are able to work
with families, particularly those who come to the
residential program in Noble Park, but also through
outreach, where professionals from the QEC go into
people’s homes and deal with all family members
There may be a sibling in the family who is having a
problem that needs to be looked at, and programs are
put in place to deal with the issues a child may be
having with its brand-new sibling.
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In this annual report it is also interesting to see some of
the risk factors that QEC has identified. There are
significant parenting difficulties for 501 families and
mental health issues for 166 families. We hear about
postnatal depression and perinatal depression. It is
really important that we recognise these issues early
and put in place programs to help young families deal
with these very difficult and challenging issues at a time
when families are under siege in many ways.
The nuclear families that used to exist are no longer the
prevalent family cohort, and many parents live
interstate or overseas. Many people are first-generation
Australians from elsewhere. There are indigenous
Australians and a whole raft of young mothers and
people with a range of issues, including mental health
issues. It is important to put relevant programs in place.
Young fathers also need support, and that is exactly
what is happening at QEC, where there are some very
good programs to help young fathers deal with
parenthood. That is a very good, progressive thing to
see.
Going back to the risk factors and family issues that
cause families to present to QEC, family violence
affects 94 families and social isolation affects
67 families, which is a major concern because if we are
going to help, protect and nurture these families so that
they can be productive members of the community, it is
really important that they are given the skills to be able
to do that. Once a family gets into strife it is a downhill
slippery slide. If we can help to protect them when they
are most vulnerable, they can go off and be healthy,
viable families in the future.
Fifty-two families had a risk of drug or alcohol abuse.
There were 27 families in unstable housing. How can
you create a new family — a brand-new family in
many instances — when your housing is unstable? It is
very important to help deal with these issues and point
families in the right direction. Other issues included
chronic health issues, teenage pregnancy, intellectual
disabilities, acute health issues and physical disabilities.
Some of the children’s issues that were identified — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.

Office of Police Integrity: report
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) report
Crossing the Line. The report investigates the conduct
of Tristan Weston, who before his resignation — as a
result of this report, I might add — was an adviser to
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, the
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Deputy Premier, Peter Ryan. The report details the
inappropriate relationship that had developed between
Mr Weston and the then deputy chief commissioner,
Sir Ken Jones, and the campaign to undermine the then
Chief Commissioner of Police, Simon Overland.
To provide some background on this report, it must be
put on the record that earlier this year Sir Ken was
approached by government officials to contact the
Premier. Sir Ken contacted the Premier’s chief of staff,
Michael Kapel, who then arranged for a secret meeting
at Sir Ken’s residence. According to Sir Ken, Mr Kapel
was highly critical of Mr Overland. The report
illustrates how the Deputy Premier’s adviser ran a
smear campaign to undermine Mr Overland in his role
as chief commissioner and sought to replace him with
Sir Ken. In justifying his actions Mr Weston stated on
numerous occasions that he believed Mr Overland was
bad for the current government.
Much of the focus of the report is on Mr Weston’s
campaign to bring down Mr Overland, an action which
the Deputy Premier claims not to have condoned. The
report states that Mr Overland offered the Deputy
Premier a senior policeman to serve as his adviser. This
offer was declined in favour of Mr Weston. Why did
the Deputy Premier decline this offer? Was it sound
ministerial advice that he was seeking or something
more sinister?
A telling event details a meeting at Sir Ken’s residence
between Sir Ken, Mr Weston and the member for
Benambra in the other place, Mr Bill Tilley, who, prior
to this report being tabled, was the Parliamentary
Secretary for Police and Emergency Services. This
secret meeting was held to discuss with Sir Ken the
withdrawal of his resignation. Although the report
states that both Mr Weston and Mr Tilley have differing
accounts, what is agreed is that the Deputy Premier was
made aware that this meeting had in fact taken place.
Why then is the Deputy Premier still in denial? The
member for Benambra’s statement that he was not
representing the government is also questionable, given
his position as Parliamentary Secretary for Police and
Emergency Services and the fact that he was meeting
with the deputy police commissioner.
Both the Deputy Premier and his chief of staff claim
that Mr Weston was acting alone. In his ‘acting alone’
time Mr Weston visited a number of journalists and
leaked sensitive information. He met with Sir Ken, the
member for Benambra and the head of the Police
Association, Greg Davies, on several occasions. The
government is now telling us to believe that he was
acting alone. Given his position, I find it difficult to
believe that no-one was aware of his activities.
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Regardless, the Deputy Premier denies all knowledge
of Mr Weston’s conduct. The people of Victoria are not
buying it and neither are we on this side of the chamber.

completed, and there were a further 118 attempted
home visits. So QEC contributes significantly to my
electorate.

The most telling aspect of this government’s conduct
lies in Mr Weston’s final statement to the Office of
Police Integrity, which reads:

Page 11 states:

Mr Weston disputes parts of the responses and views of
Mr Ryan and Mr Hindmarsh in the report but says he does
not wish to use this response to correct the record of
conversations and communications he had variously with
Mr Ryan and Mr Hindmarsh.

It is clear that as a Liberal Party member and a
candidate at the recent state election Mr Weston did not
wish to implicate his allies. The report further adds:
Mr Weston disputes the characterisation of some of his
conduct as misconduct. He says there were occasions where
he was praised by Mr Hindmarsh for doing exactly what
Mr Hindmarsh is reported as labelling ‘blatant misconduct’.

The Deputy Premier has since stated that he regrets
having appointed Mr Weston as an adviser. I wonder
why? Of course he regrets this action, considering that
if Mr Weston was not a serving police officer, he would
not have been investigated and this report would not
have been produced. This report clearly shows that
ministerial advisers ought to be the subject of
investigations, as recommended by the Ombudsman,
particularly in a government like this, where nothing is
as it seems. In conclusion, I call on the Premier,
Mr Baillieu, to show leadership and act accordingly.

Queen Elizabeth Centre: report 2010–11
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to make a contribution on the 2010–11 report of
the Queen Elizabeth Centre, which is its 93rd annual
report. I am pleased to follow my colleague and friend,
Mrs Coote, who gave an insightful contribution on the
history and legacy of the QEC and the background on
its relocation to Noble Park. My interest in the QEC is
not only because of the services it provides, but also
because of the contribution it makes to my electorate.
Page 10 of the report states that regional Victoria
accounted for 13 per cent of the families participating in
QEC services, and 53 per cent of this total came from
the Gippsland region. A significant number of my
constituents have benefited from the services of the
QEC, and in particular I note that a number of services
are provided to my constituents in the Morwell region
in the Latrobe Valley.
Page 22 provides details of families participating in
integrated family services programs. Fifty-six families
from Morwell attended, 870 home visits were

At the core of all of QEC’s services is placing every child’s
wellbeing first and foremost.
The priority for QEC continued to be to meet the needs of the
most vulnerable families who are faced with multiple
complex life issues, from chronic or debilitating illnesses;
depression or anxiety; a history of anger management or
violent behaviour; restricted in communication because of
low-level education or a lack of English; challenged by a
range of disabilities; presenting with substance dependency;
and generally exhibiting the signs of social isolation or lack of
a stable home life.
QEC’s programs readily adapt and respond to a changing
demographic and growing client profiles. Every family
situation is different.

Mrs Coote spoke about some of those changing needs
and challenges that families face, and the QEC is to be
congratulated on its adaptability to the changing needs
of its client base.
I note the comments from participants listed on page 17
of the report:
The program makes a father feel good about himself.
Now I know what to do. It gave me confidence and I’m
relaxed and happier in myself.

On page 16 other participants commented as follows:
Before the program I was second-guessing myself. Now I am
more confident.
I really had fun with my child and experienced things that not
even my mum knew … real good.
When I started I felt like I was a wrung-out tea bag. Now I
feel empowered.
Before the program I was angry and frustrated. After coming
here, I’ve learned to let go and look more at the positives.

I congratulate the QEC for its contribution to the state
of Victoria, in particular its contribution to our mutual
constituents, Deputy President, in the Eastern Victoria
Region.

Auditor-General: TAFE Governance
Mr O’DONOHUE — I would also like to make
some brief comments on the Auditor-General’s report
on TAFE governance, which was released in October.
Obviously the issue of TAFE governance has been an
issue of significant public interest, and in particular this
report deals with some of the issues that Holmesglen
TAFE has faced. The Auditor-General has made
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recommendations regarding the way Skills Victoria
should engage with registered trade organisations in
their strategic plans — that it should provide greater
clarity about the guidelines for commercial activity and
that it should also become involved if certain
transactions or courses of action are proposed.
Again, we are lucky in our electorate to have a number
of TAFE colleges and institutes, including the Central
Gippsland Institute of TAFE, East Gippsland Institute
of TAFE, Chisholm Institute, with its various
campuses, and William Angliss Institute, which has a
Cranbourne campus which some of our constituents
access as well. I welcome with interest the
Auditor-General’s report and acknowledge and
thank — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Time!

Office of Police Integrity: report
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I would like
to take the opportunity to make some comments on the
report of the Office of Police Integrity (OPI) entitled
Crossing the Line. Like many of my colleagues before
me, I am incredibly disturbed by some of the
discoveries of this inquiry. As Mr Hall said in the
debate earlier today on Mr Pakula’s motion asking the
chamber to take note of this report, the scope of the OPI
to investigate these matters is somewhat limited. What
this report does is make some recommendations and
then raise a whole lot of questions. I know Mr Scheffer
had many questions as well, but the report is
specifically around the conduct of Mr Tristan Weston
in his secondary employment with Deputy Premier
Peter Ryan and Mr Weston’s relationship with Sir Ken
Jones.
The issues surrounding this report have been sort of
scandalous from the get-go. We read about the contents
of the report in the newspaper before the report was
tabled, and I accept that there has been an explanation
provided subsequently. Mr Finn very quickly jumped to
his feet on that occasion and explained that it had been
online the night before. I do not tend to spend my
evenings watching the OPI’s website to see what it is
posting late at night, but the report describes in some
detail the antics of Mr Tilley, the member for
Benambra in the Assembly and the former
Parliamentary Secretary for Police and Emergency
Services, and Mr Weston in their campaign to neck the
then Chief Commissioner of Police, Mr Simon
Overland. Other key players are of course Sir Ken
Jones and the guy with whom the buck ought to stop in
a Westminster democracy such as ours, Peter Ryan —
but he had no idea what was going on.
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The minister’s best explanation, we are told time and
again, is that he did not know what was happening. The
concern we have about this is that it is in quite stark
contrast to the sworn evidence of Mr Tilley. Mr Tilley
and Mr Ryan have subsequently presented joint
statements. Government members from The Nationals
and from the Liberal Party, backing their respective
people in these discrepancies, have described both as
men of integrity. However, if both are men of integrity
and both are telling the truth, then it just makes no
sense at all, and if Mr Tilley in particular was telling the
truth in his sworn evidence and as the statement — —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I have been listening to Ms Pulford’s
contribution, and I believe that what she has done is not
only reflect on a member in another chamber, implying
that he was dishonest, but suggest that he has broken a
law by suggesting that Mr Tilley’s evidence on oath
may not have been accurate. I believe she needs to
withdraw those comments because it is not just
reflecting on a member but it is impugning the
character of a serving member of Parliament.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I have
heard sufficient on the point of order.
Ms Pulford — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I am simply stating the perspective on this
that has been put by both of the government members
and making the point that it does not match and that it is
a little difficult for it all to be true. I certainly was not
impugning anyone or certainly was not intending to
impugn anyone, but these are matters that have been
canvassed widely in the debate earlier today.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I have
heard enough. This is a difficult area, and I will advise
Ms Pulford to this extent: she needs to be cognisant of
the fact that she cannot impugn a member either in this
chamber or in the other chamber. I am not able to rule
that in this instance Ms Pulford did or did not do so, but
I advise Ms Pulford of that fact. This matter may be
pursued further if members wish to do so after Hansard
is available.
Mrs Peulich — On a further point of order, Deputy
President — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I have
ruled on the point of order.
Mrs Peulich — On a further point of order — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Is it a different
point of order?
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Mrs Peulich — It is a related point of order.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I expect it to be a
different point of order. I have ruled on the earlier point
of order.
Mrs Peulich — You have ruled on that, and you
have also inferred in your ruling that it may be
appropriate to inspect Hansard. Could I ask, Deputy
President, that you do that and then come back with a
further ruling following the availability of that
transcript tomorrow?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I have
indicated that I have given advice to Ms Pulford. I am
not in a position to make any determination. If a
member wishes to pursue the matter either with me or
with the President tomorrow, they may do so after
Hansard is available. The matter is finished.
Ms PULFORD — I was simply noting that there
were some different accounts of some of the
circumstances that are canvassed in the report, and I
was certainly not intending to impugn anyone, if that is
what Mrs Peulich believed I did.
The OPI report describes a culture in this government
of parliamentary secretaries and government staffers
moving about and acting in a very free-range way with
clearly limited or confused communication back to the
senior ranks in their offices, the chief of staff and the
Deputy Premier. The report paints for us all a very
disturbing picture of how this government operates. We
have parliamentary secretaries attending meetings that
they are not talking to their ministers about and advisers
behaving in quite bizarre ways.
I will conclude with a couple of quotes. The
Ombudsman’s report refers to a Mr Denham of the
Attorney-General’s office, who described the
Ombudsman as:
… very much on side, and I don’t think we want to, you
know, you run the risk of derailing work that’s under way …

Finally, on page 35 the report states:
Minister Ryan said he was unaware of the meetings between
Sir Ken Jones and Mr Weston. He said he would not himself
have had such conversations with Sir Ken … because it
would tend to undermine the duly appointed chief
commissioner — —

The PRESIDENT — Time!

Auditor-General: Maternity Services — Capacity
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to speak on the Victorian Auditor-General’s
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report on maternity services capacity. From the outset I
would like to say that the Auditor-General’s report
highlights a number of failures by the previous
government which relate to the planning and delivery
of Victoria’s health services. In particular they relate to
a lack of planning for maternity services across
Victoria. We all know that when someone is having a
baby it is a special and important time in a family’s life
and they need to have some surety that these services
will be available to them and that they will be of a high
quality.
One consequence of the lack of planning for maternity
services is inequitable access to services, particularly in
growth areas across Melbourne. The implementation of
the Victorian Health Priorities Framework 2012–2022,
released in May, will address some of the key findings
of the Auditor-General’s report and assist by
developing much more sensitive and sophisticated
approaches to planning for maternity services. The
report makes six recommendations, all of which have
been accepted by the Department of Health, and a range
of activities are currently being undertaken or are
planned to address these recommendations.
The Auditor-General’s office has conducted a
performance audit on the capacity of maternity services
in Victoria. The key findings of the audit report include
the identification of shortcomings in the Department of
Health’s planning approach to maternity services and
inequitable access to maternity services in metropolitan
growth areas. That is of grave concern to families in
Victoria, and the addressing of these issues is certainly
welcomed.
The findings of this report represent another example of
how Daniel Andrews, as the previous health minister,
failed the people of Victoria. Our current Minister for
Health is doing a very fine job in addressing the neglect
and mismanagement of 11 years of Labor. This will
take time to rectify.
A range of initiatives are already under way that
address the Auditor-General’s recommendations. They
include a range of workforce initiatives funded by the
government to support and encourage rural maternity
and obstetric services, which is of great interest to the
community that I represent in Northern Victoria,
including: postgraduate training for speciality rural
GPs, including obstetrics; supporting additional
postgraduate scholarships for midwives to encourage
uptake in rural settings — again, something which is
important to communities and which will assist in
taking some pressure off those hard-pressed
obstetricians; and building the capacity of rural

CONDUCT IN GALLERY
4424

COUNCIL

midwives through ongoing clinical supervision,
including exposure to other health services.
There is also a new ministerial perinatal advisory
committee being established by Minister Davis.
Commencing early in 2012, it will improve the quality
of outcomes and care for women and newborns. As I
said earlier, at this time people need surety that they
will have the highest quality care and a stress-free
environment.
One of the most damning components of the
Auditor-General’s report talks about the number of
deliveries of children in emergency departments. The
report notes that at one of the audited hospitals there
has been an issue of women birthing in the emergency
department. The report also notes that in the week the
audit team visited a metropolitan hospital, three women
birthed in the emergency department due to a shortage
of labour ward beds. Sometimes it is clinically
appropriate for that to occur; obviously sometimes
babies come quickly and there is a need for the use of
an emergency department, but when a birth is imminent
and a woman presents to the emergency department it
may also be unsafe for her to be transferred to the
birthing unit.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Unfortunately
Mrs Petrovich’s time has been truncated because we
did not get the full hour due to points of order being
raised during the contributions of previous speakers.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

CONDUCT IN GALLERY
The PRESIDENT — Order! We are going to move
to the adjournment, but I wish to make a statement to
members at this time which I think is rather important
following some circumstances today.
Members would be aware that during one of the
debates today there was some concern about the
behaviour of some people in the gallery and also some
distress for some people in the gallery. It is recognised
that the particular motion involved was one that dealt
with some fairly raw emotions, so it is understood that
there might well have been that level of distress.
However, it is my view that in no circumstances ought
members of this Parliament be in a position where they
are intimidated or where they feel threatened or where
there is interaction between members of the public
gallery and that member. That should not happen under
any circumstances.
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Following today’s circumstances — and I have had
discussions with Mrs Coote, who had some genuine
concerns, in my view, about some of the circumstances
that occurred during that debate today — I have met
with a number of people and have taken some
immediate actions. I will also continue to review some
of the matters surrounding the public’s entitlement to
access to the gallery. Obviously we all want members
of the public to have as much access to this Parliament
as possible. This is a chamber where we debate many
ideas and legislation that is important to people.
It is imperative that the people of Victoria have an
opportunity to listen to and understand the positions of
members of Parliament on legislation and motions that
come before the house, but members are also aware that
there is absolutely no prerogative for members of the
public to become involved in the proceedings of this
Parliament. I will certainly not tolerate any
circumstance in which a member of this house is
intimidated or threatened or suffers any other indignity
as a result of interventions by members of the public. I
need to strike a balance between the two, and I think
that is achievable.
In the first instance specifically in relation to what
happened today, I have asked for a review of the
footage of the proceedings of the house. I am not sure
how effective that will be in terms of me having an
understanding of what took place. Members would be
aware that I was not in the chair at the time. I am not
sure the footage will be all that educative because it will
depend on what camera was on and its angles. The
camera system is essentially trained on the floor of the
chamber rather than the gallery, where some of the
interaction obviously occurred.
I have spoken with the Deputy President, who was in
the chair at the time. He and the clerks advised me that
they were not aware of some of the circumstances that
arose at that time that caused such concern to
Mrs Coote. They make the point that the circumstances
evolved very quickly. I am mindful of the fact that any
security issue always evolves quickly, and the response
and our ability to cope with it therefore needs to be
proactive and needs to ensure that these things do not
develop very quickly.
In this instance, as I said, I have been advised by the
Deputy President that he did not observe a situation
where one member of the public gallery actually stood
up and abused Mrs Coote, but I am aware that it did
happen because it has been substantiated by one of the
attendants of the Parliament, who was in closer
proximity to that person. I am also advised that a
second person from the public directed abuse at
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Mrs Coote while she was on her feet delivering a
speech to this Parliament in that very important debate.
Again, that was not observed by the Deputy President
or by the clerks, but once again I have been able to
verify that it certainly did happen, and was exactly
consistent with what Mrs Coote expressed to me as a
matter of concern.
This is most regrettable. It obviously occurred in a
highly charged debate; nonetheless it is a salutary
warning to us that we need to ensure that our
procedures protect members, and indeed the public, and
that we do not have unsavoury incidents or worse in
this Parliament. I say at the outset that it is my view that
the protective services officer’s primary and first
responsibility in attending this chamber is the
protection of its members. I understand that one of the
people in the gallery was quite distressed and a number
of people went to her aid to comfort her. Whilst that
was an appropriate response, it was viewed by some
people as perhaps something that did leave
Mrs Coote — but it could have been any member of
Parliament — vulnerable to intimidatory behaviour by
other people. Unfortunately in this case that seems to
have been what happened.
Therefore I will be talking to the Deputy President and
the acting presidents tomorrow morning about the
incident, although I have already spoken to them as
well as Russell Lightfoot, who heads security. The first
thing that I will do is ensure that in future the attendants
in this chamber will advise either the Clerk or the
presiding officer of any cause for concern they may
have about the demeanour or level of agitation or other
behaviour with respect to people in the public gallery.
When that happens there will be an immediate call for
an additional protective services officer to come into
the chamber, and that additional PSO will in fact be put
in a visible position in the public gallery area.
It is also my decision to reinstate the gate on the
President’s gallery, which effectively is on the
right-hand side of the chamber as I look down the
chamber, and that will ensure that in future the people
who are admitted to that part of the public gallery are
either guests of myself or have an invitation to sit in
that space as a result of some inquiry to myself. It is my
view that the rest of the public gallery seating areas are
sufficient to cope with most of the visitors that we have
to this chamber, and I do not think that it unnecessarily
denies public access to the chamber. What it means is
that on both sides of the chamber there is a level of
buffer for members of Parliament.
I have also decided that at the earliest opportunity I will
pursue investigations of the installation of disabled
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facilities that would enable people in wheelchairs to be
admitted to the public gallery and not have to be in the
corridor leading into the chamber. That can have the
capacity to impede members’ entry to the chamber and
represents some inconvenience and potential hazard
both to the person in the wheelchair and to members of
Parliament and attendants who are moving through the
chamber. Disabled access is an important issue; in fact
it is part of the master plan of the whole Parliament.
There are many issues with regard to disabled access,
and they have been raised with me by Ms Hartland and
Mrs Kronberg, both of whom have experienced some
injuries and have found it necessary to move around
this building with some inconvenience.
Those matters have already been at the top of my mind
in terms of how we address some of the issues of
disabled access, and certainly now I would seek to
make this a priority. As I have said, we will also be
looking at the video footage to see if there are any other
aspects of the conduct of the chamber that need to be
addressed.
I think in the immediate term at least that addresses
some of the concerns that have been raised with me
today. The circumstances were regrettable, and I am
disappointed that Mrs Coote in particular felt that she
did not have the level of support as a member of
Parliament in this chamber that she deserved, and that
she felt intimidated by the conduct of somebody who
again was probably acting within a highly charged
situation. Indeed I believe in her contribution to the
debate Mrs Coote recognised the sensitivity of the
matters that were at hand and tried to ensure that her
contribution was measured.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) (By
leave) — Thank you, President, for taking the action of
having the gate reinstated. I appreciate that
considerably. However, I have some major concerns
about what you have just said to the chamber and I
would like to clarify some points.
With respect, President, you had a conversation with
me in the corridor on this issue. I was not called in to
your chambers to discuss it. You have obviously
spoken to the clerks, one of whom was not observing
what was happening. I have to suggest that at the time
the Deputy President may not have seen what was
happening because he had actually suspended the
sitting and was up there consoling the person in the
gallery, and the clerks were watching what was
happening there. I would like to get that onto the
Hansard record because there seems to have been an
inordinate amount of time and effort given to the people
in the gallery and not to the people who were here —
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the attendants, the clerks and the person sitting in the
chair — who should be protected by the protective
services officers.
I suggest that it does need some serious attention. We
have seen the armoury that is collected in this place
every year, usually from schoolchildren. It would
require only one person who was affected in some way
to take action. The person in the wheelchair who was
here got up and walked onto the floor of this chamber. I
suggest that there is far more to this. I am not happy
about or satisfied with the explanation that you have
given. I hope I will receive an apology from the Deputy
President indicating that he acted inappropriately by
going up and consoling the people in the gallery.
The PRESIDENT — Mrs Coote, I do not think this
is terribly constructive, frankly. The only reason we met
in the corridor was that that is where you bailed me up,
and then you left. I understand that you were very
concerned and distressed as well at the time. I
appreciate that. I recognise that you may well consider
that the measures I have suggested are not sufficient. I
believe going forward they will be sufficient, but
perhaps they do not address the hurt you have
experienced today. I am happy to entertain any other
recommendations you have — or indeed other
members of the house have — in respect of security
aspects. I have already made some other suggestions
about security matters to the security people, the clerks
and the Deputy President.
I am obviously not in a position to direct the Deputy
President in making an apology. These circumstances
have been blurred because, as I understand it, the
interventions by some of those people actually occurred
before the lady was comforted. In fact the Deputy
President had suspended the sitting for 5 minutes, and
he did that in response to what was happening. As I
understand it, somebody continued to engage with you
in a way that was obviously inappropriate,
unsatisfactory and clearly distressing to you.
I am not sure that the Deputy President’s attempt to
console that lady was in any way inappropriate, but I do
accept that we need to pay greater attention to the safety
of members on the floor of the chamber. I do accept —
and in fact it is one of the points I made in the
discussions I have had today — that this is an
illustration of how a person could create a distraction in
one part of this chamber to enable somebody else to do
something far more heinous in another part of the
chamber. Therefore we need to be a lot more proactive
in the way we approach that. I believe that is consistent
with the remarks you have made and your expectation
of what ought to happen going forward.
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I extend my apologies to you, Mrs Coote, for the
distress you have suffered today. No member should be
placed in that position.
Mrs COOTE — Thank you very much.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) —
President, I seek leave to ask you a further question
about your contribution just now.
Leave refused.
The PRESIDENT — Perhaps Mr Ondarchie can
talk to me later.

ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Floods: Benjeroop
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister
for Water. It arises out of the public community
meeting I attended at Benjeroop last week where people
were expressing grave concerns about what was
happening in their community and the intentions of the
government. The action I seek from the minister is that
he clarify an area other than the one I raised last night.
One of several issues the people at Benjeroop were
raising was to get some clarity as to what the
government’s policy position is regarding buybacks.
The house will recall that the government appropriately
announced after the floods that one of the issues it was
seeking to address was to actually buy back land that
could ultimately be used to enable floodwaters to be
discharged from Benjeroop quickly, so that if there is a
flood in the area, rather than the area being covered in
water for weeks on end, the water could be discharged
quickly. That was something announced by the
Premier, I think, but it may have been the Minister for
Water — certainly by the government.
The issue I raised at the time was that for that to be
effective presumably you need to have some
compulsory acquisition. It would have had to be
incredibly fortuitous that a series of properties in
sequential order would be relinquished by the
land-holders and actually be available for purchase. In a
sense that is neither here nor there. At the moment the
community of Benjeroop is trying to get clarity as to
what are the government’s criteria for the voluntary
buybacks. When I went to Benjeroop in July people
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were seeking clarity and when I went back there last
week people were still seeking clarity.
I think it is fair to say that it is the view of every person
at the public meeting, or certainly those who were vocal
at the public meeting, that the only land that the
government would buy back was land with water
rights. The public policy of buying back water rights is
not one that I am contesting. That is a separate issue
that you could have a legitimate public policy debate
about, one way or the other. From the perspective of the
members of the Benjeroop community, the offer is
limited to only people with water rights. They cited 11
or 14 instances where buyback offers had been made.
The action I seek from the minister is that he make it
absolutely crystal clear to the Benjeroop community
whether the criteria for a buyback include the land
having a water right. The action I seek is that the
minister make it clear, either through the Gannawarra
paper, a website or his consultative committee, whether
that is a criterion or not. If he can establish that, it will
certainly remove some angst from the Benjeroop
community.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Lenders did me
the courtesy earlier today of indicating the subject
matter of his adjournment item tonight. The basis of the
advice was to assure me that whilst the particular
community nominated in this matter and in some ways
the information that is the basis of his presentation
tonight are the same as those mentioned in an item he
raised in the adjournment debate last night, he would be
seeking a different action from the government on this
matter. I deem that to be acceptable in terms of the
adjournment at this time.

Stevensons Road, Cranbourne: landfill site
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Premier in
relation to the recent finalisation of the terms of
agreement for the honouring of an election commitment
to deliver a further $24 million to the city of Casey
community for the Stevensons Road closed landfill to
assist with the remediation costs following what is
commonly known as the Brookland Greens methane
gas disaster. Locally we prefer to refer to it as the
Stevensons Road incident, and that is so the incident
does not tarnish the entire Brookland Greens estate.
I thank the ministers who were involved in finalising a
technical legal agreement, including the Treasurer, Kim
Wells; the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Ryan Smith; and the Attorney-General, Robert
Clark. I also thank the chief executive officer of the
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City of Casey, Mike Tyler; the mayor of the City of
Casey, Shar Balmes; and Cr Geoff Ablett, who was the
local candidate and who was part and parcel of the
commitment that was made; along with former
candidate for Narre Warren South, Gary Rowe; former
candidate for Narre Warren North, Michelle Fraser; and
all the departmental officials who assisted in resolving
the terms of this agreement to make it possible for the
money to begin to flow to council as per the agreement
that was resolved just a few days ago.
This is an important agreement. It comes on top of the
$17.5 million committed by the previous government.
Without pumping up my own tyres, this result was
largely due to the Ombudsman’s inquiry and report
which I felt the onerous duty of prosecuting through
this chamber with the assistance of a range of shadow
ministers at the time who engaged actively with the
community. As a result of that pressure we were able to
force the then government, which did not really want to
know anything about the matter, to make a commitment
of $17.5 million. The Casey community is substantially
better off as a result of the proactive work of the Liberal
Party and the coalition government.
I invite the Premier or his representative, given the
involvement of a number of ministers in this issue as it
crossed a range of portfolios, to meet with the current
mayor, the chief executive officer and a number of
other active participants to inspect the advances made
in the rectification works and to also discuss what
benefits will accrue to the local community in what is a
wonderful result for the Casey community.

Buses: Bannockburn
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Public Transport, Terry Mulder. It is in relation to
transport issues and access to training in Geelong, in
particular for the Perdrisat family, who live on a
property near Lethbridge. The issue concerns their
16-year-old son, Nicholas, who will hopefully be a
Victorian certificate of applied learning (VCAL)
student at Geelong Technical Education Centre in East
Geelong next year. He is currently a student at the
Christian College in Geelong, but as the college does
not offer VCAL, Nicholas will hopefully be at GTEC
in 2012.
On a daily basis the family will drive Nicholas from the
property to Bannockburn to catch the V/Line bus that
will take him to Geelong station. He will then catch a
bus to the East Geelong campus. The problem is that
the class ends at 3.10 p.m. and the next bus back to
Bannockburn leaves Geelong station at 4.35 p.m. This
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will mean Nicholas has to wait for an hour and
25 minutes before he can get transport back home. This
is a Transport Connections bus which is currently
undergoing a trial, and future funding of this service is
unknown. It is understood that it will not receive
ongoing funding. If the Transport Connections bus is
not funded, Nicholas’s only other option will be to
catch a V/Line bus from Geelong station at 5.35 p.m.,
2 hours and 25 minutes after the last class. If for
whatever reason that bus is missed, the next bus is at
9.10 p.m.
The family is aware that there are 15 other Gordon
TAFE and GTEC students who currently catch the
4.35 p.m. Transport Connections bus each day back to
Bannockburn. My request is that the Transport
Connections service be retained and funded by this
government beyond the recent trial and that a more
timely transport option be made available to the GTEC
and Gordon TAFE students who reside in Golden
Plains shire to allow them to arrive home at a similar
time to other VCAL students. To do otherwise, I
believe, is to place students from rural and regional
areas at an additional disadvantage and undermine their
opportunities to become the new generation and the
backbone in our rural and regional communities. I am
sure that the President would agree with this
proposition.
The action I seek is that the minister commit to a timely
delivery of a reliable bus service for Golden Plains shire
VCAL students enrolled at both Gordon Institute and
GTEC. I look forward to receiving the minister’s
response sooner rather than later, because students and
their families are organising and planning their
enrolments as we speak.

Bethanga: mini tornado
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Health. I would like to raise an urgent matter which
concerns my electorate of Northern Victoria Region. It
relates to reports of a mini tornado at or near Bethanga,
approximately 20 kilometres north of Wodonga. The
action I seek is for the minister to inform the house of
any available information regarding the steps being
taken to assist community members impacted upon by
this mini tornado.

Blackburn North parkland: future
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment is for the Minister for Roads. It is in
relation to the Junction Road parkland in Blackburn
North, which is in the Assembly seat of Mitcham. This
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is VicRoads land which abuts EastLink; it was part of
the reservation set aside for EastLink. With the
completion of EastLink, the reservation is no longer
required. It is an 8-hectare site at 157A Junction Road.
In the lead-up to the election the Liberal Party, as part
of its election commitments, promised to transfer the
land from VicRoads to the Department of Sustainability
and Environment and for there then to be consultation
with the community about how to restore the parklands.
Unfortunately, nearly 12 months after the election, no
progress has been made in relation to the transition of
the land and there has been no explanation for this
delay.
I ask for an explanation of this matter. I also ask
whether or not the government is committed to this
election commitment, and, if so, what is the delay and
when will the transition occur? In other words, I am
asking for a delivery of a commitment and a time line
for that delivery, including a time line for when
community consultation will occur. As part of that time
line, when will the process, including the work to
ensure that the park is returned to its former glory, be
completed?

Living Longer Living Stronger: funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the Minister for Ageing, and I am pleased
that he is in the house and able to respond to my matter
this evening.
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Ms MIKAKOS — I have been waiting for a while;
that is why I am so pleased. The matter I wish to raise is
my concern that the Living Longer Living Stronger
strength training program for seniors has not received
any funding in this year’s state budget. The Living
Longer Living Stronger program allows many seniors
to maintain muscle strength and improve their fitness
and balance. It assists in managing diabetes, arthritis,
osteoporosis and other chronic diseases, as well as
keeping seniors active and connected to their
communities. Strength training also helps maintain
mental and psychological wellbeing and can be used in
treating depression.
The Council on the Ageing (COTA) has been running
the program since 2000, and it benefits approximately
17 000 senior participants annually in around
120 centres across Victoria. COTA could offer it to a
lot more seniors if it were funded. This program is a
proven, popular and cost-effective program, so it is a
mystery why the government decided not to support it
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this year. Between 2003 and 2010 the Labor
government approved funding for strength training
initiatives totalling almost $800 000 for the Seniors Go
for Your Life initiative. This funding allowed the
program to continue into 2011. COTA has continued
running this program using its own resources, but there
is a limit as to how long this situation can continue.

I am pleased to note the payment of $24 million on top
of the $17.5 million provided by the previous
government, which is a significant increase in the
amount of money provided to the City of Casey. It
brings it to $41.5 million for remediation work. I note
the involvement of the CEO from the City of Casey and
the role of the mayor and of Cr Geoff Ablett.

I remind the minister that he was quoted in the August
edition of Fifty-Plus newspaper as saying:

I am pleased to specifically acknowledge the role of
Mrs Peulich as a long-term advocate for a proper
settlement. It was clear to me at the time of the
Ombudsman’s report that major deficiencies had
occurred in the processes, and at least some of those
related to state government instrumentalities. Whilst I
do not want to rehearse matters surrounding that now, it
is important to put on the record a substantial funding
increase of an additional $24 million, bringing to
$41.5 million the amount that will be provided. I pay
tribute to the work of Mrs Peulich and others on that
matter.

… the Go for Your Life program was funded for a time
limited period and was found to have limited outcomes.

He went on to say:
… the focus and priorities of the new government were
different.

If the minister believes benefit to over 17 000 senior
participants annually is a ‘limited outcome’, then I
would be interested in hearing what his criteria for
success are. The previous government funded this and
other strength training programs because we recognised
the benefit that weight and fitness programs can
provide to older people. I am concerned that the failure
to continue this funding will mean that many seniors
will have fewer opportunities to maintain an
independent and healthy lifestyle. I ask the minister to
reinstate funding to the Living Longer Living Stronger
program to ensure that Victorian seniors are given an
opportunity to participate in healthy activities that will
enhance their quality of life and ability to live
independently.

Responses
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
pleased to respond to a number of adjournment matters
tonight. The first matter was from Mr Lenders
concerning buybacks. I understand the President’s
ruling that this matter is a modestly different version
from the one last night, and in good faith I will forward
it to the Minister for Water.
I note the adjournment matter from Mrs Peulich
concerning the Brookland Greens estate issue, the
Stevensons Road landfill incident and the work that has
been done on the terms of agreement around an extra
$24 million for the City of Casey. Members of this
chamber will recall that this is not specifically my
portfolio area, but I will pass the matter on to the
Premier. Members will remember that at the time of the
Ombudsman’s report and the incident that occurred
prior to that, there was much discussion in this chamber
on the issue. Indeed there was a series of questions to
the then Minister for Environment and Climate Change
from myself, Mrs Peulich and others.

Ms Tierney raised a matter about access to transport,
specifically buses from Bannockburn and the Golden
Plains shire to a number of locations. I am obviously
not familiar with the details of that. I will pass that to
the relevant minister. I note that those transport issues
are ones that were inherited by the current government.
Mrs Petrovich raised a matter for me concerning
Bethanga and a mini tornado which hit that town today.
I can inform the chamber that the town has sustained
significant damage. It is a matter of great urgency. I am
informed that 12 houses have been impacted on, but
there are no reported casualties at this point. I
understand that Ambulance Victoria will be the primary
responder on behalf of the state government and is
taking action as we speak.
A number of relief centres are being established as this
goes forward. It is not an action that relates simply to
the health portfolio; it involves the Department of
Human Services and local government. I understand
there is coordination through the state emergency centre
to deal with the significant impact. I inform
Mrs Petrovich — and I thank her for raising this matter
with me tonight — that the government takes this very
seriously and is responding as swiftly as possible to
ensure that there is an adequate response for the
community. I also make the point that there will need to
be further updates as the situation develops.
Mr Tee raised a matter concerning Junction Road,
Nunawading, which abuts EastLink and which he
indicated is a VicRoads responsibility. There was a
question of an election commitment to transfer land. I
am not familiar with the details, and I will pass it to the
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Minister for Roads. I note, following discussions I have
had with the minister on a number of roads matters, that
he is particularly focused on delivering election
commitments regarding roads. Other local members in
this chamber have spoken about this matter, and they
are equally determined to deliver on those election
commitments.
Ms Mikakos raised a matter for me in my capacity as
Minister for Ageing concerning the Living Longer
Living Stronger program, which is a strength training
program designed to support the development of other
programs around the state. The program has done a lot
of good work over the years, and a lot of other
programs have been developed and continue to operate.
I have spoken to people from a number of the programs
that continue to operate and understand the good work
that has been done over a number of years. It is an
important approach to improving the participation and
capacity of older people, and the state government has a
number of programs in operation that seek to do that. I
assure Ms Mikakos that we are determined to support
older Victorians. Seniors Week recently saw a number
of programs brought forward. This is a very important
area, so Ms Mikakos can rest assured.
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, President, in the
minister’s response to my adjournment matter he said
that the current government inherited the funding
problem in relation to public transport in the Golden
Plains shire. That is absolutely incorrect. The Labor
government funded the program. It is this government
that has cut — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is a debating
point, not a point of order. The house stands adjourned.
House adjourned 7.10 p.m.
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chair at 9.36 a.m. and read the prayer.
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the building today in the event that there are any votes
of the house.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) (By
leave) — I would like to reply and on the record thank
Mr Viney for his gracious apology. Thank you.

CONDUCT IN GALLERY
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) (By leave) — I desire
to make a statement by leave. Yesterday during general
business when the house was debating a motion
proposed by Ms Hartland I had cause to suspend the
sitting of the house for about 5 minutes. I did so
because I believed that tensions in the gallery were
increasing to a point where one of the people in the
gallery was visibly and audibly distressed.
Subsequently I spoke with Mrs Coote about this issue
in the corridor. She referred to what had occurred in the
house last night and told me that at around the same
time other incidents occurred that she had felt were
threatening to her. I can advise the house that I did not
hear those things, and if I had, I certainly would have
intervened.
I have been involved in the democratic process since I
was four years old. I completely and utterly respect and
value the role and function of this chamber and other
democratic chambers. That includes, as I said to the
gallery on the resumption of the sitting last night, the
principle that members must be respected and be able to
make their contributions in this place uninhibited and
without any intimidation. I note that Mrs Coote has
sought an apology from me, and I must say that the
only position I can take on this is to apologise for not
hearing the interjections that were made. President,
through you, I can assure Mrs Coote that, on two bases,
had I known what had taken place, I would have
protected her — firstly, in my role as the Deputy
President and, secondly, as a man.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I indicate to
members that we are having some difficulties with the
bells for our house on the second floor Legislative
Assembly side. I do not think many of us would ever
wander over there, for goodness sake, but in the event
that any of you have some dalliance planned in the
Assembly — —
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Yes, it does affect
some of the facilities of The Nationals over there. The
bells are not working on the Assembly side on the
second floor. We are getting component parts to fix the
bells as quickly as possible, but members should be
mindful of this problem if they are over in that part of

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Budget Sector — Quarterly Financial Report No. 1 for the
period ended 30 September 2011.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
No. 122.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 121.
Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — Nos. 123 and 124.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Documents under
section 15 in respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 123 and 124.
Victoria Police — Chief Commissioner —
Report under section 30L of the Surveillance Devices
Act 1999, 2010–11.
Report under section 31 of the Crimes (Assumed
Identities) Act 2004, 2010–11.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
22 November 2011.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Republic of Turkey: 88th anniversary
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — On
Friday, 28 October, I attended the 88th anniversary of
the foundation of the Republic of Turkey. The
celebration was hosted by His Excellency the Consul
General, Mr Aydin Nurhan. Also in attendance were
several parliamentary colleagues from both sides of the
political spectrum, including you, President, who were
there to acknowledge the achievements of the great
Turkish leader Ataturk and to celebrate the founding of
the Republic of Turkey.
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It was a very pleasant occasion, and I would like to
wish Consul General Nurhan, whom I know well, all
the very best in his new ambassadorial appointment.

Early Years Awards
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Housing) —
During Children’s Week I had the honour of presenting
Victoria’s Early Years Awards. These awards recognise
the good work being done to improve the health,
learning, development and wellbeing of Victorians
aged eight years and under. The awards are now in their
sixth year. The Glenelg Shire Council, the Knox City
Council and the Hume City Council were each
recipients of awards. Each of these municipalities had
developed a range of initiatives, including playgroups
that support indigenous parents, a playground that helps
kindergartens build natural habitats in their playgrounds
and an initiative that identifies pregnant women and
new mums who need extra support.
I also presented the annual minister’s award to the
Maribyrnong and Moonee Valley Local Learning and
Employment Network. The network helps families to
develop English skills and links them to essential early
childhood services. I know that Andrew Elsbury, a
member for Western Metropolitan Region, is proud of
the work being done by this group, and so am I.
I would like to congratulate all the winners of this
year’s awards on running programs that make a
difference to the families in their regions and, in turn, to
the community as a whole.

John Hort
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I would
like to take this opportunity to congratulate Mr John
Hort, who received the Beth Raleigh Community
Service Award. John has been a volunteer driver with
the Shepparton Access group for 18 years. He has
ferried over 1500 elderly and disabled passengers to
their medical appointments. He has driven more than
22 000 hours and travelled more than
1 million kilometres. He is being recognised for being
an inspiring volunteer and one of the community’s
unsung heroes. He is an extremely deserving recipient
of the Beth Raleigh Community Service Award, and I
congratulate him on receiving it.

Joan Thomas
Ms DARVENIZA — I would also like to
congratulate Ms Joan Thomas, who was awarded the
Ian M Stockdale Humanitarian Award by the
Australian Lions Foundation. Joan has been a member
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of the Yarrawonga Lioness Club for more than
30 years. She has given countless hours of service,
including being on many committees as well as being
the president of the club, a show steward and a Meals
on Wheels volunteer. Her award is testament to her
services to humanity. Congratulations to Joan Thomas!

State Schools Relief
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to pay tribute to State Schools Relief, whose
annual general meeting I attended recently. In particular
I would like to pay tribute to the board, to David
Schmidt, the chief executive officer, and to all of the
preceding board members. It is a very important
organisation. The operations and staffing of the
organisation and its accommodation have historically
been paid for by the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development — that is, by the state
government — but all the goods and services that are
dispensed to students in need are provided through
donations from schools, businesses and philanthropic
organisations.
However, it is regrettable that the amount contributed
by schools, which are the direct beneficiaries of the
relief, especially in times of adversity — whether it is
economic adversity or something like the impact of
floods — has been disappointing. I think schools have
an important role in fundraising to assist those very
needy communities we see on our TV screens. It is
hoped that this culture can be turned around.

Diwali festival
Mrs PEULICH — I would also like to pay tribute
to Australian Indian Innovations Inc for another
fantastic Diwali Fair, which I recently attended at
Sandown. It is put on by the Indian community. In
particular I would like to acknowledge Babu Akula,
Yogen Lakshman, Vernon Da Gama and the committee
members, Harjinder Soni, Pandit Patil and Neeraj
Nanda, for an outstanding festival.

Baiada Poultry: employment conditions
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
rise to add my voice to that of Ms Pulford in supporting
the workers at Baiada Poultry in Laverton who are
taking protected industrial action in support of their
own job security, in support of direct employment, in
support of workplace health and safety and in support
of the principle that a deal is a deal.
Something like 70 per cent of the workforce at Baiada
is comprised of Vietnamese migrants, and the rest of
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the workforce is mostly made up of African and Indian
migrants. That is great, but it is not so great when that
workforce is exploited. Almost half the workforce are
now engaged as contractors or cash-in-hand employees.
In many cases it is unknown who their actual employer
is. Many of them do not receive payslips,
superannuation or the minimum wage, and they
certainly do not receive the rates of pay or the
conditions agreed between the company and the union
in previous agreements.
We heard a lot yesterday from the Minister for Health
about the progress of enterprise bargaining agreement
negotiations, and I agree with him that it can be a
difficult process with a lot of to and fro. But when a
deal is struck it ought to stick, and the whole purpose of
reaching an agreement, and as a consequence denying
yourself the right to take industrial action, is that once
reached all parties abide by it. To load up your
workforce with contractors and casuals to whom you
say the agreement does not apply and whom you
engage on manifestly inferior conditions makes a
mockery of the bargaining process and destroys the job
security of the rest of the workforce. I applaud the
courage of Baiada Poultry workers. I offer them my
support, and all members should do likewise.

National Rhododendron Garden
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I was
pleased to join the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change at the National Rhododendron Garden
in Mount Dandenong last week. This beautiful
43-hectare property is home to 15 000 rhododendrons,
12 000 azaleas, 3000 camellias and 250 000 daffodils.
It is a beautiful location, and the abolition of entry fees
has seen a significant increase in patronage.
We were there with Mr Mike Hammer, president of the
Victorian branch of the Australian Rhododendron
Society, to acknowledge and confirm the coalition
government’s commitment before the last election to
provide $200 000 to employ an additional
horticulturalist at the rhododendron garden. It was a
pleasure to be there and meet the gentleman who has
been employed. I congratulate Matt Mills, the Liberal
Party candidate for Monbulk at the last election, who
pushed for this commitment. The rhododendron garden
is a very special place that is loved by many. It is a
great attraction in the Olinda and Dandenong Ranges
region and is a great asset for Victoria.

Chisholm Institute: Frankston campus
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
rise to congratulate the federal government and
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Frankston City Council on the recent announcement
that Chisholm Institute of TAFE’s Frankston campus
will be the site for the new $19 million Frankston
School TAFE Alliance for Regional Training Trade
Training Centre.
I understand Frankston City Council has approved land
at Samuel Sherlock Reserve to be used for this
educational purpose, with construction of the new
centre scheduled to commence this summer. Funding
for the new centre will be provided under the Australian
government’s Trade Training Centres in Schools
program and will provide students from years 9–12
with access to vocational education and training and
give schools a broader range of options to improve
year 12 retention rates and enhance pathways into
vocational careers.
The centre includes a consortium of the following
l3 local secondary schools from the Frankston region:
Carrum Downs Secondary College, Elisabeth Murdoch
College, Flinders Christian Community College,
Frankston High School Senior Campus, John Paul
College, McClelland Secondary College, Monterey
Secondary College, Mount Erin Secondary College,
Mount Eliza Secondary College, Patterson River
Secondary College, Naranga Special School, Toorak
College and Woodleigh School.
This builds on Labor’s track record of investment at
both a state and federal level in education to deliver
meaningful pathways for students. Unfortunately the
Baillieu government has shown no such commitment,
as highlighted by its $481 million cuts to the education
budget, including the cutting of Victorian certificate of
applied learning coordinators. This lack of commitment
is also highlighted by the government’s decision to
slash $250 million from funding for TAFE and
vocational training providers, which will cause fees to
skyrocket and force training providers to cut some
courses.
My congratulations go to the federal Labor
government, Chisholm TAFE, Frankston City Council
and all participating schools for taking the initiative to
help create this most welcome and needed trade
training centre.

City of Hume: Sunbury separation
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — Today I
rise to speak on the issue of my constituents in the
Sunbury community and the opportunity now provided
to them to decide if Sunbury should remain part of the
Hume City Council area. Sunbury out of Hume is one
of the most emotive issues in the Sunbury community,
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yet the former Labor government denied the people of
Sunbury the opportunity to decide their future.
For over a decade the Labor government has indulged
in a string of broken promises and inaction, denying the
people of Sunbury the opportunity to decide their
future. In the lead-up to the 1999 state election Steve
Bracks promised the Sunbury community that, if
elected, he would conduct a plebiscite regarding
Sunbury separating from Hume City Council. The
duplicity and backflipping on the Sunbury out of Hume
issue has been considerable and has created strong
community angst.
I welcome the recent announcement by Minister for
Local Government Jeanette Powell of an independent
audit of the level of local government services provided
to the residents and ratepayers of Sunbury by Hume
City Council. A state government tender will be let to
assess the level of services provided to Sunbury in
comparison with those provided to the rest of the
municipality, and it will identify any inequity in the
delivery of services to the Sunbury community.
I am pleased that Hume City Council has agreed to
willingly cooperate in this process. It is vital that we
ensure that planning keeps pace with the needs of this
rapidly growing community. This review is an
important step in fulfilling another coalition election
commitment and provides the people of Sunbury with a
plebiscite to vote on their possible secession from
Hume City Council. I am pleased that the Baillieu
government is committed to listening to the people of
Sunbury.

Government: election commitments
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
defining feature of the Baillieu government seems to be
the cover-up. The secret smart meter documents, which
were supposed to be released under a specific promise
by the incoming government, have not seen the light of
day. The last we heard from the minister was in June,
when he said that he was working on them. The request
for the secret myki report, which, when he was in a
tight spot, the Premier seemed to promise to release,
has been refused. The request by this chamber for the
Victorian government’s submissions on the Carbon
Capture and Storage Flagships program has been
refused. The documents on the metropolitan train
timetable changes that were requested were released,
but only after that timetable was in place. The request in
relation to the $150 million subsidies offered to a new
coal-fired power station — that being to HRL Ltd —
has also been refused because the company did not
want that information out in the open.
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While the previous Labor government may have had a
commitment to openness and transparency and then lost
it, it is clear that this government has never had it.

Rail: level crossings
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Prior to the
state election the now Minister for Public Transport
spoke of a new authority to better manage public
transport. He told the people of Victoria that the
authority would coordinate and manage public transport
and that it would be totally independent of the
government. Yet we have seen with the amendments
that have recently been passed that that is not the case.
So should safety or convenience, public amenity or
other matters of public good ever get in the way of
Liberal Party decision making, what do members think
the minister will decide? Two level crossings that will
be updated this year are both way down on the list, but
they are in the seats of ministers in this government.
I think, for example, of one terrible rail crossing in
St Albans which has cost the lives of good people.
Safety demands that this crossing receive attention
urgently, yet Minister Mulder and Minister Asher will
have rail crossings in their seats upgraded ahead of that
one, which is much higher on the list. The people in my
electorate, which includes St Albans, are not
impressed — nor should they be. This new body will
make such politically based outcomes far more
common. When in opposition Premier Baillieu said, ‘If
you can’t deliver decent services to Victorians, you
don’t deserve to govern Victoria’. Will the Premier
honour his words?

Huyck.Wangner Australia: government
support
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I appreciated
joining the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and
Trade, the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva, when he
was in Geelong recently to announce funding support
for local manufacturer and exporter Huyck.Wangner
Australia Pty Ltd. Huyck is the leading manufacturer
and supplier of specially engineered consumable
products used mainly in the production of paper. It is a
strong local business employing a workforce of 70. The
great news is that this government’s assistance will help
this unique and innovative manufacturing business
grow and generate 30 new jobs.
Huyck has been a significant manufacturer of textiles in
Geelong and is the last operation of its kind in
Australia. It gets even better. Production is export
driven, with 90 per cent of goods being sent to the niche
high-end paper market in South Korea, Indonesia,
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Thailand and China. The Baillieu coalition government
is assisting a range of businesses in the Geelong region
to capitalise on export opportunities by supporting
product innovation and technology development and
through strengthening grassroots business partnerships.
I am pleased that the minister has made a commitment
to strengthen Geelong’s reputation as a hub of
manufacturing excellence and as a reliable producer
and exporter of high-quality, innovative products.
I congratulate Dale Smith, the operating manager at the
Huyck plant in Geelong, on his considerable effort in
re-establishing the plant’s production after its earlier
closure in 2009 and again making this a successful and
viable operation competing in a difficult market.

VICTORIAN AUDITOR-GENERAL’S
OFFICE
Independent financial auditor
Message received from Assembly seeking
concurrence with resolution.
Assembly’s resolution:
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That the Council concurs with the Assembly and resolves:
That pursuant to section 17 of the Audit Act 1994 and in
accordance with the agreement between the Parliament
and Mr Peter Sexton:
(1) the Council agrees to terminate the services of
Mr Peter Sexton;
(2) the termination be effected by notice in writing
being given to Mr Sexton by the presiding officers
of the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly.

Motion agreed to.
Ordered that message be sent to Assembly seeking
concurrence with resolution.

BUSINESS NAMES (COMMONWEALTH
POWERS) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning).
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am very
pleased to speak on the Business Names
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(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2011. The opposition
will not be opposing the bill. This is a process that came
out of the Council of Australian Governments when
John Brumby was Premier. He agreed to the
establishment of a national system for business name
registration back in July 2009 when Kevin Rudd was
Prime Minister and the leader of COAG. This is a
similar process to the one followed for the rollout of
smart meters, which occurred when John Howard was
Prime Minister and leader of COAG.
There is not a lot in the bill. It will transfer certain
powers and responsibilities from the state to the federal
level in order to reduce red tape, save time and cut costs
for business. The bill provides for a number of
transitional provisions such as allowing Victorian
business names registered by Consumer Affairs
Victoria to be provided to the Australian Securities and
Investments Commission to establish the national
register and recognising applications, renewals and
cancellations already in process in Victoria on the
commencement of the national scheme that will be
completed by CAV.
As I said, the opposition will not be opposing this bill
considering that it is a process that was started by the
Labor government under former Premier John Brumby.
We wish it a speedy passage.
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
happy to speak on the Business Names
(Commonwealth Powers) Bill 2011, which will adopt
the national business names legislation of the
commonwealth Parliament, repeal the Victorian
Business Names Act 1962 and make consequential
arrangements for the transition.
In 2009 the Council of Australian Governments agreed
to the establishment of a national business name
register to be administered by the Australian Securities
and Investment Commission. By making this change
the Victorian business name register streamlined the
Australian business number process and the registration
of corporations. In the past national companies were
forced to pay for the registration of their name in each
state. In Victoria the registration currently costs $85.50,
and a three-year renewal costs $61.10. Under the new
system a three-year registration or renewal will cost
$70, while a single year registration or renewal will cost
$30. That will be a saving for businesses when they
register their names and a saving in administration costs
for both businesses and state departments. By
consolidating this process, businesses can get on with
the job of doing what they do best and Consumer
Affairs Victoria (CAV) can redirect its resources to
other functions.
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Amendments will be made to the Partnership Act 1958,
the Associations Incorporations Act 1981 and the
Co-operatives Act 1996. Transitional arrangements in
the bill will include permission to transfer data to the
national register. CAV will be allowed to conduct
outstanding, renewal and cancellation processes, which
will mean a continuation of the process for people who
have already lodged their paperwork. The development
of a national business names register will protect the
value of business names and the reputation of people
who are running their own enterprise.
On the odd occasion there might be two businesses
with the same name. For the sake of this argument, say
there is a business in Victoria called Andrew Elsbury
and two separate businesses have had the foresight to
register the successful good name of Andrew Elsbury in
New South Wales and South Australia — —
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — I would quite enjoy that!
Currently it is the case that if they all had the same
name, two or more businesses could continue to trade
under that name. Should another business want to use
the Andrew Elsbury name in the future, I am afraid they
will find it has already been taken — so it is all mine. I
am more than happy to support this bill as it will
streamline the process for getting on with business
across Australia. It will help Victorian businesses do
that right across this great nation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this bill.
Mr ONDARCHIE (Northern Metropolitan) — I
rise to speak on the Business Names (Commonwealth
Powers) Bill 2011. As Mr Elsbury and Mr Leane
adequately pointed out this morning, this bill will help
to streamline business operations. As a person with
some business experience — I have had involvement in
commencing at least six businesses across this country,
both large and small — I think this is a good way for
businesses to get on with being a business. One of the
considerations that all governments need to take into
account is that either they help businesses to grow or
they get out of their way. This is precisely what this bill
does.
The bill adopts national laws for the registration of
business names, provides the commonwealth with a
referral of power to make future amendments to those
laws, repeals Victoria’s business names registration
legislation and provides for consequential and
transitional provisions necessary as a result of the move
to a national scheme agreed to by the Council of
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Australian Governments (COAG), as Mr Leane pointed
out.
In Victoria the Business Names Act 1962 — which I
might add was a very good year — currently requires
entities to register their business names with Consumer
Affairs Victoria, which administers and maintains a
publicly available register of business names. This
assists the community to identify individuals or entities
operating under a particular business name in Victoria.
If a Victorian business wishes to operate interstate, it
must separately register its business name under the
business names legislation in the other state or territory.
This bill is going to streamline that process and make it
much more efficient.
You might ask yourself what is in a name. Is your name
Daniel; is your name Andrew? Who knows what is in a
name. As a businessperson do you focus on 16 per cent
or 19 per cent? Who would know? But this is important
in terms of businesses moving forward. It makes the
process much more streamlined. As Mr Leane pointed
out, in 2009 COAG agreed to transfer responsibility for
the registration of business names from states and
territories to the commonwealth. It is an efficient piece
of legislation. It will reduce red tape to make it easier
for Victorian businesses to get on with being
businesses. That is what we are about: helping
businesses to grow and jobs to be created. I commend
the bill to the house.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on the Business Names (Commonwealth Powers)
Bill 2011 and congratulate Minister O’Brien, the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, for bringing this to the
Parliament. It helps small business and recognises that
small businesses are a huge constituency in Victoria
and an important part of our economy. As my colleague
Mr Ondarchie has said, businesses will benefit from
lower fees, less red tape and dealing with a single
regulator for business names matters, the Australian
Securities and Investments Commission, rather than
multiple state bodies.
The bill fulfils Victoria’s obligations under the 2009
Intergovernmental Agreement for Business Names
Agreement and the 2008 National Partnership
Agreement to Deliver a Seamless National Economy.
As my colleagues have said, it repeals the Victorian
Business Names Act 1962, makes consequential
amendments to acts that refer to that act and adopts
national business name legislation that was recently
passed by the commonwealth government. It is a short
bill that will have huge ramifications for a lot of
businesses right across Victoria, including businesses in
my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region.
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There is one particular business this will benefit, which
is an organisation called Kikki.K. It has 64 stores
Australia-wide and 74 stores worldwide. It is an
excellent business. It was developed by a Swedish
person called Kristina, who opened her first boutique in
the Melbourne CBD. Not long after that the boutique
was the recipient of the Lord Mayor’s award for retail
innovation. She has opened outlets around Australia,
and this legislation will make it a lot easier for her to do
business right across the country. In 2007 she was
named the Telstra national young businesswoman of
the year, and she was recently nominated for retail
innovation in the World Retail Awards. Her business
has been going for 10 years, and it is safe to say she
uses the stationery she has done so well with. She is the
creative director and founder of an international fashion
stationery company. I encourage the work she does.
Her head office is in Albert Park. She has 11 stores in
Southern Metropolitan Region. She is to be
congratulated, and she will be a beneficiary of
legislation such as we are implementing today.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — By
leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so, I thank those who made a contribution.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LEO CUSSEN INSTITUTE
(REGISTRATION AS A COMPANY) BILL
2011
Order of the day read for resumption of debate on
second reading.
Declared private
The PRESIDENT — Order! Having had the
opportunity to examine this bill, I am of the opinion
that it is a private bill.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
move:
That this bill be dealt with as a public bill.

Motion agreed to.
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Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Minister for Employment and
Industrial Relations).
Hon. D. M. Davis interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
note that Mr Davis is trying from across the chamber to
explain to me what just happened, but I am satisfied
that nothing untoward did.
Mr Barber interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Barber asks whether I
am a Leo Cussen Institute graduate. No, I am not, but I
am pleased to rise to speak on the bill and to indicate
that the opposition will not be opposing it. As a law
graduate from the early 1990s, I finished my law degree
pretty much 20 years ago this month, I would say.
Hon. D. M. Davis — So he’s rusty!
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Davis says I am rusty.
I have had some opportunity in the intervening years to
practise my skills in industrial tribunals and the like —
and in the Parliament, some would say!
For law students of the 1980s and early 1990s the Leo
Cussen Institute was an extremely important institution,
because if you were one of those who missed out on
articles of clerkship, the Leo Cussen Institute was your
last chance to become qualified to practise. As someone
who was at Monash University in the late 1980s, I can
say that you found out whether you had articles roughly
at the end of your third year of study or sometimes at
the end of your fourth year. By that stage if you had not
secured your articles of clerkship, you faced the very
real prospect of having a law degree that you could not
use — certainly not to its fullest extent with the ability
to practice law in a law firm or at the bar.
For a lot of students at the time, obtaining articles of
clerkship was very difficult because the legal profession
was going through a bit of a downswing. There was a
period a little earlier when there were lots of articled
clerk positions with reasonably good money on offer,
but as we got into the late 1980s and early 1990s and
the recession kicked in, it became very difficult to
secure articles of clerkship. I did mine at MacPherson
and Kelley, which is a Dandenong-based firm that has
offices elsewhere as well. I was very fortunate to do
that, but some of the other people I went through
Monash University’s law school with were not so
lucky, and they found themselves at the Leo Cussen
Institute.
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The thing about Leo Cussen is that whilst it is a
different way of receiving practical legal training, it is
not in any respect an inferior way of receiving practical
legal training. The quality of the practical work offered
by the Leo Cussen Institute is excellent and in many
respects better than the legal training you receive at a
law firm, because it is probably no surprise to a lot of
people who have been through articles that the practical
legal training that some articled clerks receive is not the
best.
Mr Ondarchie — How was yours?
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Without reflecting on my
own experience, Mr Ondarchie, let me say that some
partners in law firms view articled clerks as a form of
indentured labour.
Mr Ondarchie — Go get the coffees!
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — It can be ‘Go get the
coffees’ or it can be ‘Do the tick-and-flick work’, which
brings in dollars but does not deliver to a young law
graduate any real practical legal training or anything
that prepares them particularly well for what will
confront them when they become an admitted solicitor.
The Leo Cussen Institute instead makes sure that
graduates have exposure to the full range of
circumstances that might confront them when they
became fully fledged admitted solicitors, so it serves a
very important function.
As the years have gone by, the Leo Cussen Institute’s
status as the only non-articles provider of practical legal
training has changed. It is now subject to a deal of
competition from other practical legal training
providers, not just in Victoria but in Australia more
generally. In that environment, there has been a move
over the last few years to prepare it for that competitive
environment. The institute no longer relies on
government funding to operate. It has received moneys
out of the Public Purpose Fund, but that has effectively
been winding down over the last four years and will
expire shortly. The Leo Cussen Institute is in a position
to compete on a commercial footing, and the effect of
this bill is to allow the institute to do that in a more
appropriate way by converting it from a statutory
authority to a company limited by guarantee.
The opposition raised some matters during the briefing
from the department. We sought some comfort that this
would not lead to a rise in fees for the Leo Cussen
Institute course. We were assured by the department
that this legislation would make no difference
whatsoever in the setting of fees. We certainly hope and
expect that that advice is correct, and we would
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obviously be quite concerned if it proved to be
otherwise. The other thing that is not made clear in the
second-reading speech, and I have asked the
government’s lead speaker to provide some advice on
this when he gets to his feet, is who will be the
shareholders of this company limited by guarantee. I
am hopeful that the government speaker will provide
that information when he gets to his feet. In other
respects the opposition does not oppose the bill, and we
look forward to its speedy passage.
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — It is with great
pleasure that I too rise to speak on the Leo Cussen
Institute (Registration as a Company) Bill 2011. It is a
fairly short bill that provides for an important change to
the structure of the Leo Cussen Institute, which is
presently a statutory body. The institute provides very
important practical legal education and training for law
graduates and continuing legal education for lawyers in
Victoria all the way through their profession, wherever
they end up. The institute has done so successfully for
many years since being established in 1972.
Under this bill the institute, consistent with the 2009
report by Crown Counsel Dr Lynch, will become a
company limited by guarantee. This reflects the
changes in the tertiary education marketplace for law
graduates in that there are now a number of other
institutions. The Leo Cussen Institute under its new
business structure will effectively become another
company limited by guarantee, but the traditions and
important structural relationships the institute has
established will be preserved.
Briefly, this is an opportune moment to reflect on the
history of the Leo Cussen Institute and its founder,
Sir Leo Cussen. Leo Cussen is known as a great
Victorian barrister and judge. He was said by Sir Owen
Dixon to have been the greatest Australian judge who
was not appointed to the High Court, or words to that
effect. Leo Cussen never took silk by choice, which is
an unusual situation but very humble for a barrister of
his standing. It reminds me of one of the great criminal
barristers, Brian Bourke, who has also declined to take
silk despite his many years of experience and standing
in criminal law at the bar and in liquor licensing as
well. Nevertheless, when Leo Cussen was appointed to
the bench he established himself as an outstanding legal
mind and a very fair judge. He was a very consistent,
practical and respected judge for many years.
Relevant to this place, Leo Cussen devoted a lot of his
spare time to the consolidation of statutes. He
supervised statutory consolidations in 1915, 1928 and
at various other times to simplify the statute book. I am
proud to say that Leo Cussen was originally of Irish

LEO CUSSEN INSTITUTE (REGISTRATION AS A COMPANY) BILL 2011
Thursday, 10 November 2011

COUNCIL

stock and, more importantly, was born in Portland in
western Victoria. His mother was a Finn. He was
educated at Hamilton College and stood for the
inaugural election for the seat of Wannon in 1901 as an
Independent. He was unsuccessful against a free trader,
consistent with the recent elections where Independents
were unsuccessful against the very valuable present
member for the federal seat of Wannon, Dan Tehan. In
any event, that was a blessing for Leo Cussen’s legal
career, because he continued to operate as a legal
educator in his role as a consolidator of statutes, and he
was an inspiration to many Victorians. He was also an
engineer, which was a skill he shared with General
Monash, another great Victorian lawyer of that time
who left his name to the fine institution from which
Mr Pakula and I both received our law degrees — that
is, Monash University, which also competes in the adult
education market both in this state and overseas.
There is one thing on which I would take minor issue
with Mr Pakula: Leo Cussen Institute might have had
that reputation in its early days, but it may have been a
bit unfair to describe it as the place for lawyers who
missed out on articles — maybe that was something
that was said quite flippantly — because in fact some
people have chosen to go to Leo Cussen for its valuable
contribution to legal education. I refer to some of the
alumni of the Leo Cussen Institute. I am sure Mr Pakula
would not have cast this slight on the person who holds
the highest office in the nation, being our Prime
Minister, the Honourable Julia Gillard, who tops the list
of alumni at the Leo Cussen Institute on its web page
and who has said as Prime Minister:
I made a deliberate decision that I didn’t want to do articles, I
wanted to do the Leo Cussen course —

that is reflective of the view of some people who have
chosen to go to Leo Cussen —
It was …a great way to make friends and legal contacts and to
learn a lot about the practice of the law. And the work
experience I did there was at Slater and Gordon, which was
where I ultimately got my job in law.

Leo Cussen Institute has continued in that role of legal
education, and I take this opportunity to commend the
firm that gave me articles, Garland Hawthorn Brahe,
where I had a range of experiences from running up to
the court to get the filing done at 4.00 p.m., legal
research and cleaning out the will cases; learning ethics
and respect for authority, respect for elders and the
ability to take orders; being involved in some very
exciting litigation dealing with valuation and
compensation cases as an articled clerk doing research;
and reading many records of parliamentary debates
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which were relevant in deciphering ambiguous aspects
of particular legislation.
Returning to one aspect of legal education that I do
share with Mr Pakula is how quickly things have
changed over the course of our time. When I finished
school we were still handing in essays that were written
by hand. By the time I had started university our work
was done on computers, in type, but there was no
internet. By the time I had finished university we had
email and the internet was just getting under way. By
2000, when I came to the bar, there was Google and
research online. Now for this speech I am pretty much
able to download in an instant the background
information from the parliamentary library. Information
is now readily available, which in the context of legal
education is very important.
One of the great aspirations of these law institutions
when they were established and when the law degrees
were broadened during the period when I was a
student — that is, when many institutions became
qualified to give law degrees — was the recognition
that training in the law is a good background for many
walks of life, not just Parliament or law but also
business, community services, involvement in
situations of any degree of complexity and structured
logic and also where there is a desire to have fairness,
integrity and respect in our community.
It is certainly not the only way to achieve these things
and one does not need to practise law, but the opening
up of the mysteries of the law to everyone and the
ability now for anyone to readily access information on
the web pages of legal institutions and to go to seminars
at institutes such as Leo Cussen is a way of bringing
greater understanding to all Victorians of the wonderful
legal system we have in respect of the importance of
the rule of law, justice, the separation of powers and
respect for our legal institutions.
In relation to the specifics of the bill, it will create a
new legal entity. The registered company will be taken
for all purposes to be the continuation of and the same
legal entity as the institute. This will provide certainty
about the ownership of the institute’s assets and the
institute’s status as an accredited higher education
provider. It will also protect the staff and students of the
institute, whose existing terms and conditions will not
be affected by registration.
Importantly, the bill has been developed through
consultation with the institute, and it has the institute’s
support. The Department of Justice has also consulted
with the Australian Securities and Investments
Commission on the bill, and ASIC has advised that the
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registration process set out in the bill is a viable and
appropriate means of registration. In relation to any
further registration issues, those will be worked through
with ASIC in due course.
It will be a company limited by guarantee. I am not able
to advise the house on the names of the members. I
believe there would initially be eight members, and that
is consistent with many companies limited by
guarantee. I am sure that information can be provided
to Mr Pakula. If we can provide a list of the names, we
will do so, if Mr Pakula seeks to have that information,
but as is usually the case, they would be eight eminent
persons. As a company limited by guarantee, they are
not shareholders as such, they are members, profits are
not distributed to them, they agree to be bound by the
important non-profit activities of the institute and,
importantly, they guarantee that it will continue as it
previously has to serve a valuable role in the future.
If there is any other information as to the specifics of
the members, I will endeavour to provide it to
Mr Pakula. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
follow two legally trained members of Parliament who
have waxed lyrical about their training in the law, so I
have to admit that I have no training in the law except
possibly the five years of training in the law that I
gathered in this place by being spokesperson for the
Greens on Attorney-General issues, justice, corrections
and the police, which has certainly given me a far
greater knowledge of the law then I had before that. I
almost trained for law but for certain things — —
Mr O’Brien — You might qualify for an honorary
degree one of these days.
Ms PENNICUIK — I thank Mr O’Brien. But my
path led towards education and environmental science,
and I chose to take that path in the end. I could nearly
have trained as a lawyer.
The bill before the house changes the Leo Cussen
Institute (LCI) from a not-for-profit statutory body
which has operated for 40 years to a registered
company limited by guarantee for charitable purposes
under the commonwealth Corporations Act 2001. The
provisions of the bill have been well outlined by
Mr Pakula and Mr O’Brien. It is interesting to note that
due to its charitable purpose the institute will put all
income towards promoting its charitable purpose and
will not pay any dividend bonus to company members.
In relation to company members, Mr Pakula asked who
the company members will be or where they will be
drawn from. I presume those company members would
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be publicly listed somewhere — for example, on the
report of the Leo Cussen Institute, on its website or in
some such location.
According to the minister’s second-reading speech, if
the institute is wound up:
… the constitution will require any surplus assets to be
distributed to an entity with similar charitable purposes.

This means:
… that the assets and goodwill established by the institute
over the last 40 years will continue to be applied for the
benefit of educating the legal profession.

As well as running courses in Victoria, the Leo Cussen
Institute is accredited to provide a practical legal
training component of the articles training program in
Western Australia and also runs approved programs for
trainees in Queensland, particularly for national firms.
The issues I raise about the bill relate to fees and
assistance for students. A report in 2006 by
Professor Susan Campbell noted that the Leo Cussen
Institute had received over $2 million in funding from
the legal practice board in 2005. Regarding student
fees, the report noted that the 2006 LCI course fees
were $6150 for the on-site course and $6450 for the
online course. It received, according to its own
submission, a subsidy from the Public Purpose Fund of
approximately $11 250 per student. Thus the apparent
total cost per student is $17 400 on-site and $17 700
online.
The 2012 course fees for the graduate diploma of legal
practice are over $8000, and on the Leo Cussen
Institute website it states:
If you expect to have difficulty in paying the fee, then you
should discuss the matter with the executive director … well
in advance of the enrolment date.

The costs of the graduate diploma course are now most
likely being subsidised by continuing professional
development (CPD) and other courses run by the Leo
Cussen Institute, so it is very much a commercial
operation reliant on revenue from the CPD courses in
order to train lawyers for admission.
I have questions about the fees. I am not sure if there is
another government speaker to speak on this bill. I
would have preferred to have made my contribution
before a government speaker so that the government
speaker could answer my question, which is: what is
subsidising Leo Cussen Institute’s graduate diploma
fees currently? In his second-reading speech the
minister said that the corporate constitution will require
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the Leo Cussen Institute, among other things, to
encourage:
… access to participation in legal practice by people with
diverse and disadvantaged backgrounds.

I would like to know how people with diverse and
disadvantaged backgrounds will be encouraged. Those
are the major issues I raise in relation to the bill.
Otherwise, the Greens support the bill.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise to
make a short contribution to the debate on the Leo
Cussen Institute (Registration as a Company) Bill 2011.
I commend my colleague Mr O’Brien for a very
comprehensive outline of what this bill entails and for
giving us some poignant background commentary on
Leo Cussen.
The purpose of this bill is to change the corporate
structure of the Leo Cussen Institute from a statutory
body to a charitable company limited by guarantee. I
encourage people reading Hansard to have a look at
what Mr O’Brien said in his contribution, because he
clarified the mechanics of that purpose very clearly.
This follows recommendations of two reviews over the
past few years.
I remind the chamber that the Leo Cussen Institute was
established in 1972 and named after one of the most
distinguished judges in our history. Leo Cussen was not
born in my electorate of Southern Metropolitan Region.
He was born in Portland, as Mr O’Brien rightly said, in
1859, and he died in Hawthorn on 17 May 1933. He
was given a large public funeral at St Patrick’s
Cathedral, which was presided over by
Archbishop Daniel Mannix. Upon his death, Sir Robert
Menzies described him as ‘one of the great judges of
the English-speaking world’. As Mr O’Brien has said,
he did an amazing amount of good work in this state
over a sustained time, including looking into the
Victorian statutes.
I would like to reiterate what Mr O’Brien said, because
Leo Cussen undertook the project of consolidating the
Victorian statutes for the Parliament of Victoria, the
statues we see here in front of us in this chamber, which
are a reference tool for all of us in this place. He began
the task in 1908, and it took him seven years to
conclude it. He consolidated the statutes into five
volumes. His entry in the Australian Dictionary of
Biography says he ‘modernised the language of many
provisions, and included many amendments and
valuable and substantial annotations’. He actually did
this for free, and he did it over a long period of time as
a great public duty. We must be mindful of that
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contribution he made from which all of us here gain so
much benefit so many years later.
It is also interesting to note that he was a very good
Victorian in every other sense. He served as a trustee of
the Public Library, Museums and National Gallery of
Victoria and became the president of that organisation
in September 1928. He was a member of the Felton
Bequest. As we know, that bequest is the basis for
Victoria’s world-renowned art collection. Anyone who
has been associated with the Felton Bequest ought to be
commended, and Leo Cussen was a very valuable
member of that board.
Leo Cussen was a member of the law faculty of
Melbourne University, a member of the Council of
Legal Education and vice-president of the Walter and
Eliza Hall Institute of Medical Research. He was a very
dedicated Victorian who contributed enormously.
Mr O’Brien interjected.
Mrs COOTE — As I have been reminded by
Mr O’Brien, the Felton Bequest contributed to saving
the Esplanade Hotel, which is in Ms Crozier’s and my
electorate.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Mrs COOTE — I beg Ms Pennicuik’s pardon; it is
also in her electorate.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs COOTE — Good heavens! It is in the
electorate of everybody currently here, and of
Mr Lenders, who is not in the chamber, but especially
of the Leader of the House, Mr David Davis.
It is important to understand what the Leo Cussen
Institute does. The institute at Monash University has a
number of specific and general powers. These include
the power to purchase property, accept gifts and
bequests, charge fees and borrow and invest money.
While the bill provides that the loans raised by the
institute can be the subject of a Treasurer’s guarantee,
no such guarantee has ever been provided, which is
what we are discussing.
Under section 5 of the Leo Cussen Institute Act 1972,
the institute consists of eight members, two of whom
are appointed by each of the following organisations:
the University of Melbourne, Monash University, the
Victorian Bar Council and the Law Institute of Victoria.
The institute’s composition reflects the close initial
involvement of the Melbourne and Monash law schools
in developing its early practical training courses,
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because at the time the act was passed they were the
only universities that provided undergraduate law
degrees.
As Mr O’Brien rightly pointed out, many people,
including our current Prime Minister, Julia Gillard,
have passed through the Leo Cussen course. I was
interested in an observation of Mr Pakula; he said that
those who could not get articles went to the Leo Cussen
Institute. I wonder what happened to poor old Julia
Gillard. She obviously could not get articles from
anybody. They recognised how bad she was going to
be, so they would not give her any articles. However,
not everybody was in the same position, because there
are several alumni who could have got articles
wherever they chose but instead chose to go to the Leo
Cussen Institute. They include Murray Baird, who is
chair of partnership at Moores Legal. On the website of
the Leo Cussen Institute he is quoted as saying:
The Leo Cussen Institute course first attracted me because of
the range of subjects in which practical training was offered.

Naomi Guyett, who is a partner at Gadens Lawyers, is
quoted on the website as saying:
The best thing about the PTC —

the Leo Cussen practical training course —
was the breadth of topics we were taught and the extensive
materials provided on each of those topics, which were of
great assistance in the ‘real world’.

That is perhaps why Julia Gillard could not get her
articles, because she did not really get the real world,
and she still does not get it!
Russell Robertson, who is a partner at O’Farrell
Robertson McMahon, is quoted as saying:
My broad training in the Leos practical training course helped
enormously.

I say to Mr Pakula that I have been advised that it was
your last chance if you missed out, or if you were
‘unlucky’, which is what Mr Pakula actually said in his
contribution — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have sat here being verballed for long
enough by both Mr O’Brien and Mrs Coote. Very
clearly, I talked specifically, not generally, about the
experience I had in the late 1980s. Can I also say I
made it very clear that in many respects the Leo Cussen
Institute provided better legal training than articles did.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Tarlamis) —
Order! There is no point of order.
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Mrs COOTE — Ms Gillard will be very proud of
Mr Pakula. I am sure her advisers are riffling through
his comments right now. He will have a promotion any
minute.
In any case I wish the bill safe passage. It provided
members with an important opportunity to think about
and listen to members speak about Leo Cussen, who
was a great Victorian.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time; by leave proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Sitting suspended 10.45 a.m. to 10.47 a.m.

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT
(TRANSITIONAL FEED-IN TARIFF
SCHEME) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed from 27 October; motion of
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills).
Mr ELSBURY (Western Metropolitan) — I am
more than happy to rise this morning to speak in
support of the Electricity Industry Amendment
(Transitional Feed-in Tariff Scheme) Bill 2011. The bill
has become necessary because of the popularity of solar
panels being placed on roofs by people wanting to
reduce their impact on the environment and to assist in
curbing electricity bills.
An increase in the take-up of the technology was the
result of the federal government introducing rebates for
installing solar panels. Those rebates have been
reduced, but the support for placing solar panels on
roofs continues. The former state government’s regime
of a two-tariff system has also increased the support for
solar panels. The general tariff was introduced in 2004
and the premium feed-in tariff was introduced in 2009.
The latter of these programs proved to be exceptionally
popular, and who could blame people for taking up an
offer of 60 cents per kilowatt hour in feeding power
back into the grid system.
The premium feed-in tariff has achieved its
100-megawatt limit, which was placed upon it by the
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previous government when it established the feed-in
tariff program, so it is time for us to look at where we
go from here. Those who signed up for the premium
feed-in tariff and those who had the ability to outlay the
cash required to install a solar unit will continue to
benefit from the arrangement they entered into, which
is the 60 cents per kilowatt hour of electricity provided
to the system. This arrangement will continue for the
legislated time period.
I note that opposition members in the other place voted
against this bill, which is a bit of an odd act.
Nonetheless, they voted against the replacement
program for the soon-to-be-retired premium feed-in
tariff. From that action I can only surmise that Labor
believes Victoria has done its share in rolling out solar
panels and that no more incentive is needed for people
to take up this technology. I can appreciate that an
incentive has been developed by the federal
government. It is called the carbon tax. It will drive
people to seek any alternative means of getting power
to their homes because power bills under the tax will
increase. The carbon tax has been introduced by the
Gillard government and will impact on the bottom line
of every family, no matter the compensation used as a
carrot to get people over the line in this debate.
The issue remains; instead of hitting people over the
heads with a tax, this government is seeking to continue
to provide people with an incentive for reducing their
energy consumption. The new transitional feed-in tariff
will be paid at a rate of 25 cents per kilowatt hour and
this will be available for five years. This new tariff
provides a reasonable ability for the owner of a new
solar panel unit to pay off newer models, which become
cheaper as demand remains high and technology
improves the efficient manufacture of solar panels.
I stress again that those on the premium feed-in tariff
will be given the old rate, which will assist them in
recouping the costs involved when they installed their
panels. Given that the 100-megawatt-per-hour target
has been achieved and the cost of panels has reduced, it
is the responsibility of the government to adapt to those
facts. We need to remember that at every stage money
must come from somewhere to support this scheme,
while an incentive is still needed to maintain support for
solar panels as an option for clean energy. The cost of
the scheme comes from electricity users through their
bills. If you cannot afford to put panels on your roof,
you cannot access the rebate.
I have long suspected those opposite of seeking to
redistribute wealth; however, I did not think they were
going to take it away from those who cannot afford it
and give it to those who can. Like I said, a balance must

4447

be struck to inflict the least penalty on those who
cannot afford to take up solar products, like pensioners
and young families, while encouraging those who can
afford it. In relation to what some of the other states are
doing, they have — —
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr ELSBURY — I am pleased to hear that.
Mr Barber said that we are slashing and burning and we
are taking it away. That is what other states have done.
There is no replacement scheme. We are replacing the
scheme with 25 cents per kilowatt hour being put back
into the network, back into the system. I say to
Mr Barber that the reduction reflects the reduced cost in
actually installing panels, so it does not cost as much to
put solar panels on your roof as it did three years ago. It
does not cost as much simply because the technology
has changed and people are taking it up at a rate that
makes it commercially viable, so you have mass
production of the panels occurring. The cost of placing
a panel on your roof has reduced. In fact, Rod Capuano
of SolarMyHome said:
The cost of solar units are about $2000 cheaper than four
months ago —

that is pretty amazing; that is a really huge
achievement —
so, even though the feed-in tariff is less, the payback rate for
the systems is about the same.

An independent person who is involved in the solar
industry has come out and said the new tariff system is
equivalent to the old tariff system, considering the
reduction in the cost of providing solar panels for
people’s homes.
We need to move towards reducing our impact on the
environment.
Mr Barber — Humans don’t impact the climate,
you told me. Which is it?
Mr ELSBURY — Mr Barber, we can quibble about
this, but the fact is that — —
Mr Barber — There is nothing to quibble about.
Mr ELSBURY — I do not believe in having
pollution that we breathe, okay? We can talk about that
later if you would like.
Mr Barber — So what are the solar panels for?
Mr ELSBURY — The solar panels will improve air
quality, Mr Barber, and they will improve the
efficiency of homes being able to provide power in a
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carbon-taxed environment, which will be hurting
families right across the western suburbs. It will be
hurting people because they will not have their jobs
anymore, and it will be impacting upon the solar
industry, because if this tax continues to go down its
path, I suggest that the cost of manufacturing panels
will go up again.
Mr Barber — How much?
Mr ELSBURY — I do not have those figures,
Mr Barber. I can say that it has gone down by $2000
because of the efficiency of producing these systems
now, but I can only guess what would happen when the
carbon tax comes in and starts impacting upon
businesses that are attempting to, firstly, manufacture
solar panels, and, secondly, install them. Unfortunately
small businesses are going to suffer under a carbon tax.
But I digress.
I believe the government is doing its absolute best to
balance the needs of people who are consumers of
electricity but cannot put a solar panel on their roof,
whether that be because their financial circumstances or
because of the fact that they rent and their landlord does
not want to put a solar panel on the roof because it
simply does not benefit the landlord at all. We are also
balancing the need to maintain a status quo based on
the financial obligations which are now being put on
people when they purchase a new solar panel unit,
which costs much less because of changes in
technology. With that, I am more than happy to say this
bill will achieve many of the outcomes it seeks to. It
will provide people with a continued incentive to take
up solar and will continue to provide people with a
reasonable payback period. I commend the bill.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — It will be
interesting to see exactly what objectives will be
achieved in Mr Elsbury’s parallel universe, because it
seems to me that this legislation will have the very
opposite impact to what Mr Elsbury has been arguing.
The Electricity Industry Amendment (Transitional
Feed-in Tariff Scheme) Bill 2011 amends the
Electricity Industry Act 2000 to establish a transitional
feed-in tariff scheme to commence, if this legislation
passes, on 1 January 2012. The issues relate to the
tariffs for small-scale solar generation, essentially from
solar panels that people put on the roofs of their homes.
The scheme that Mr Elsbury heroically tried to defend
is that which would apply at the closure of Labor’s
premium solar feed-in tariff scheme. The government’s
decision to do this as it has when it has came as a bit of
a surprise, like the fact that we are debating this now
rather than after a couple of other bits of legislation. But
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that is okay; we have run to the chamber and are here to
have our say on this important issue now. It does come
as a surprise, because it is in stark contrast to the
government’s election promise, which was to maintain
the premium feed-in tariff scheme until its replacement
by a gross feed-in tariff scheme.
We have learnt over the last year that the coalition says
very different things before and after elections on many
issues and subjects and in many policy and legislation
debates. Just to refresh the memories of government
members, the Liberal-Nationals coalition policy says
the coalition will:
Strongly support feed-in tariffs that provide a fair reward and
encourage the supply of renewable and low-emissions energy
into the grid.
Direct the Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission
(VCEC) to inquire into and report on the design and
implementation of a market-based gross feed-in tariff
scheme —

and ask VCEC to examine a number of features of a
market-based gross feed-in tariff scheme. That is the
kind of election commitment that would be compatible
with some of the statements made by MPs from the
Liberal and Nationals parties in the last Parliament.
They described Labor’s approach on this as
disappointing and half-hearted and said it did not have a
successful set of incentives to encourage the
widespread take-up of the installation of solar schemes
in residences. Murray Thompson, the member for
Sandringham in the Assembly, was concerned that the
scheme was too restrictive because it applied only to
principal places of residence and systems of 5 kilowatts
and under. There have been many comments from
current government MPs, and I wonder how they
rationalise the coalition’s quick change of heart. But the
Liberal-Nationals — —
Mr Leane — Are there any more?
Ms PULFORD — Do you want some more?
Mr Leane — Yes, have you got any more?
Ms PULFORD — Yes, Mr Leane. Christine Fyffe,
the Deputy Speaker and member for Evelyn in the
Assembly, said:
We saw with the solar feed-in tariff bill the government’s
half-hearted attempt to encourage people to take up solar
power which would assist in feeding more energy back into
the power grid. That is simply not enough.

Mr Leane — If that was half-hearted and they have
taken it two-thirds of the way, I wonder what the
percentage works out as.
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Ms PULFORD — It is two-thirds of half-hearted.
That is a good question; that is one for the
mathematicians.
Mr Ramsay — It is still the most generous in
Australia.
Ms PULFORD — The most generous in Australia?
I think that is a stretch, Mr Ramsay.
Mr Ramsay — Victoria is leading the way.
Ms PULFORD — Leading the way where?
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! Mr Ramsay! There are a number of speakers on
the list. If members wish to add themselves to the list
and speak in turn, that would be appreciated. Obviously
a level of interjection is tolerated, but conversations
across the chamber are disruptive.
Ms PULFORD — A final note from the
Liberal-Nationals coalition policy is:
It is proposed that the current ‘premium’ net feed-in tariff
scheme will remain in place as an additional option for the
time being. Retailers will also be able to continue to offer a
‘one for one’ or other feed-in tariff under the existing ‘fair’
tariff requirements.

The government has had something of a change of
heart. The old scheme provided 60 cents per kilowatt
hour with an expiry date of 2024, and the standard
scheme provided for a one-for-one payment with an
indefinite finish date. The premium feed-in tariff that
the Labor government had supported was due to be
reviewed or declared at capacity if it reached
100 megawatts or cost $10 or more per year in
pass-through costs to all consumers through their bills.
None of these conditions has been met, yet the
Baillieu-Ryan government has taken a blunt instrument
to this scheme because, for some reason that remains a
bit of a mystery to me, it just does not like renewable
energy.
Mr P. Davis — That’s unkind.
Ms PULFORD — You know it is true, though. As
Mr Elsbury indicated in his contribution, this week the
commonwealth Parliament passed legislation to price
pollution. This is a significant change and a significant
reform to the national economy.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There have been
references in both chambers to the word ‘lie’ this week,
and I think it is unparliamentary even in interjections. I
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would ask Mr Leane to withdraw and Ms Pulford to
continue.
Mr Leane — I withdraw.
Ms PULFORD — A price on carbon pollution will
create many incentives for investment in renewable
energy. It is my view that the role of the Victorian
government at this time of transition is to support,
encourage and nurture our renewable energy industry,
so that, as that transition occurs in the economy, people
are able to pursue research and/or find employment in
those sustainable industries that are providing jobs and
simultaneously supporting clean energy. It beggars
belief that at this moment in time, with the national
debate now coming to something of a conclusion with
the passage of legislation through the commonwealth
Parliament, the Baillieu government is taking action to
diminish opportunities in wind energy and in solar
energy.
I was going to talk a bit about geothermal energy, but
this all seems like a familiar theme from a time under a
previous government. Part of this theme is the axing of
the premium solar net feed-in tariff.
Mr Elsbury was attempting to make the argument that
this was a great thing for the solar industry, but I quote
the Clean Energy Council from 1 September of this
year:
The Victorian government’s decision today to cut its solar
power support scheme by more than half is disappointing and
puts hundreds of solar jobs in that state at risk …

The Clean Energy Council policy director, Russell
Marsh, went on to say:
There are approximately 3400 people employed by the
Victorian solar industry and many of these jobs are in
regional areas … This cut means many of these jobs are at
risk. Our modelling shows that a rate of 35–40c would have
ensured jobs were secure and the industry still had the
potential to expand.

The Alternative Technology Association also expressed
some significant concerns as well, and similarly said:
At low cost to the community, the Victorian government
could have continued to support the industry and consumers
to invest in small solar, with a feed-in tariff of about 35–40
cents/kilowatt hour. As it stands, today’s harsh decision will
damage solar.
Hot on the heels of their disastrous wind energy policy, which
will cost the state millions of dollars in lost investment and
hundreds of jobs, this is another bad blunder by the Baillieu
government.

That is what the industry that has been affected has to
say about it.
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I will briefly touch on some issues around the
transition. As members would be well aware, the
incentives currently in place have generated a great deal
of advertising and entrepreneurship around solar panel
installation. There have been ads for bargain systems
over the last 12 months, but some of the 4 kilowatt
systems can cost up to $12 000, which is a significant
investment for people who want to do the right thing in
terms of generating their own energy and also
generating a little bit of surplus energy to put back into
the system. People have gone ahead and made these
commitments based on the 60-kilowatt-per-hour tariff.
As they sit around the kitchen table they do the sums of
whether it is going to work for them and how many
years it is going to take to earn back that investment.
I am sure members have all read articles in the papers
about an increasing desire in the property market for
houses, apartments and even rental properties that have
green energy installations. People are attracted to these
properties because they diminish the day-to-day
running costs of the home. People commit money to
have panels installed but, due to installers being really
busy and installations taking a while, it can take up to
three months for the installation to occur. This is
certainly the experience of people in my electorate.
People have committed money and signed the
contracts, but they have not had the final paperwork
signed off by the cut-off date that the Minister for
Energy and Resources, Mr O’Brien, referred to in his
second-reading speech. They have signed up after
working out the costs and benefits, taking into account
their personal circumstances. They have made the
purchase, but their sums were all based on the higher
tariff rate, and they have been caught out because they
are now contracted for a long time, and they are going
to be hit with the lower tariff rate.
I note Mr O’Brien’s media release when this
announcement was made by the government and his
comments in the second-reading speech in the
Assembly, and it appears to me that the government did
not intend to have people caught with one foot in each
scheme. Mr O’Brien’s comments seemed to strongly
suggest that the government’s intention was to
announce this on 1 September and to close off the old
scheme on 30 September. The language in the release
and the minister’s speech was very encouraging, urging
people to sort out their paperwork and get it in on time.
It seems to me fairly clear that the government was not
intending to have people stuck in this situation, but
because of the supply and demand issues around the
availability of installers — at least in parts of my
electorate, and this may vary across the state — several
people have contacted my electorate office because
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they are concerned that they are stuck in the middle. I
do not think that was the government’s intention. I
invite government speakers to suggest an appropriate
solution for people caught in that situation.
Mr P. Davis — I did not quite understand. Stuck in
the middle of what?
Ms PULFORD — The minister made his
second-reading speech and his media statements on the
announcement that came with this legislation on
1 September and people had to have all their paperwork
in by 30 September, but the paperwork cannot be
completed until the installation is completed. From
what he was saying, I think the minister’s intention was
to indicate that that month would be enough time for
everyone to get their paperwork squared up and sorted
and that people would be buying what they thought
they were buying. Because the installation has taken
longer, it has certainly been the experience of people in
my electorate that they have been caught having signed
up before 1 September but not having all their
installation and paperwork completed by 30 September.
I urge the government to consider the particular
circumstances of what could be only a relatively
modest number of people who are in a quite difficult
position because of this decision by the government.
I have a number of questions that I will be interested in
exploring in the committee stage. In particular I ask
government members to indicate in their contributions
when that part of their election commitment for a
review by the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission will be fulfilled. This is obviously critical,
given this transition. There are real risks to the industry,
people have been caught in the middle and people may
have made a decision to install solar panels. While
people make a lot of big purchase decisions in the new
year, now people will not be making those decisions.
As I indicated earlier, those in the industry are very
concerned about what that will mean for jobs in the
renewable energy sector in Victoria, particularly in
regional Victoria.
Mr Ramsay interjected.
Ms PULFORD — Well, 25 cents is a bit less than
60 cents, Mr Ramsay. The industry thrived under a
stronger tariff scheme, and the industry now knows that
the rate that the Baillieu government has determined to
set the tariff at is a rate that puts jobs across the state but
particularly in regional communities in jeopardy. This
is adding insult to injury after the assault on the wind
energy industry. It represents another broken promise
of the Baillieu government, another act of
environmental vandalism by the Baillieu government
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and another act of considerable negligence in terms of
being in the right place at the right time to support our
industries when they most need support.
As a transition is occurring in the national economy
with the legislation for a price on carbon having been
passed this week, the Victorian government needs to be
supporting the evolution of these industries, not cutting
off their legs. The opposition will be opposing the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This bill
is the next in a series reflecting the Baillieu government
rolling out its anti-environment policies. We have its
war on wind farms. We have had the removal of the
endangered species law where it applies to loggers, or,
as former logger Mr Blackwood, the member for
Narracan in the other place, said, it removes the threat
of a threatened species being found in that area for a
logging operation. Acting President, if you are in town
this Sunday, you could join me and many other
members of the environment community as we walk
backwards to Parliament House to signify how quickly
and dramatically the Baillieu government has taken us
backward on the environment.
We have to ask: why is this bill here before us today? It
is certainly something that unites coalition members.
The half of those opposite who do not believe
greenhouse gas emissions from human activity are
causing climate change are united with the other half,
who are there simply to back up the big polluters. The
bill introduces a practical measure of a feed-in tariff,
which the Greens have always supported. It encourages
the shift to 100 per cent renewables and in some small
way backs up clean energy sources against those
massive subsidies in this country to hydrocarbons
which this government is now fighting tooth and nail to
protect.
As I stand here we do not know the cost of this scheme
so far, so it is pretty hard to mount an argument about
what the scheme might cost compared with the
government’s forthcoming legislation under which it
will offer continuing multimillion-dollar subsidies to
the Anglesea power plant and coalmine. We are voting
on this policy in a complete information vacuum even
though since the beginning of the year we have been
trying to find out the cost so far of the Victorian feed-in
tariff. In fact early in the year we had a debate on this.
Mr Elsbury, on behalf of the government, said, ‘Don’t
worry. It’s all under control. Nothing’s about to happen
anytime soon. We’re nowhere near the 100-megawatt
cap’, as he described it. It is actually not a cap. The
legislation simply says that the minister may close
down the scheme when we reach 100 megawatts. There
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is absolutely no compulsion on the minister to do what
he has already done.
In a question on notice that the Greens first put on
16 August, we asked: what has been the cost of this
particular scheme that the government now seeks to
abolish? Under the act the minister has total power to
request from the retailers, the distribution businesses,
both the number of panels which are operating and for
which the tariff is received and the total payouts, if you
like, to the people who have been putting their green
electrons into the grid. Why is it that the government
took this decision but will not disclose even the most
basic information about what this scheme has cost so
far, and why has it brought forward for debate this bill
based on something we still do not know?
The kindly Mr Hall tells me that during the committee
stage I may just have a chance to find out the answer to
that. So right here at the death knell, when we are
expected to vote on the bill, we are supposed to be
deciding our position on this bill without the most basic
piece of information — what it costs. I like to know
what things cost before I vote on them. I certainly asked
questions early in the year. As I remember, when we
first voted for it there was a lot of debate about the cost
of the scheme, with Greens, Liberal, Labor and
Nationals members contributing and with the
non-government parties, as they were then, joining
together to green up in a number of ways the then
government’s scheme, but here we are and we do not
know much about what it costs.
Nor do we know anything really about what this
government intends to do to reduce emissions; there is
no plan. We know what the coalition is against at the
federal level. At the federal level we kind of know what
the coalition is for because we have the direct action
plan. When Mr Philip Davis interjected earlier and said
something about magic puddings I was reminded that I
must race back to my office and get a copy of his
government’s direct action plan, the greatest magic
pudding of all; the magic pudding that delivers twice
the emissions reductions at one-tenth of the cost.
Mr Ondarchie knows what people say. They say that
when a deal seems too good to be true, it probably is.
But we have at least learnt — and this is for the
information of Mr Ramsay as well — that the Liberal
Party supports the renewable energy target. That is the
much maligned renewable energy target. Every time it
comes up — particularly in relation to wind farms,
which has been the main technology, along with solar,
to take advantage of the renewable energy target —
Mr Ramsay starts bleating about government
subsidies. ‘Taxpayer subsidies’, he says — —
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Mr Ramsay — Bleating? I did not bleat.
Mr BARBER — Maybe you have been hanging
around with your stock too long, Mr Ramsay. It is said
that people come to resemble their pets. The bleating in
my left ear is much more whiny and annoying than any
wind turbine could ever be to any citizen.
Mr Greg Hunt, the federal shadow minister for climate
action, environment and heritage, does not just say that
the Liberals support the renewable energy target, he
actually takes credit for it.
Mr Ramsay — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have heard enough of this diatribe from
Mr Barber. My understanding was that he was
supposed to be speaking about the solar feed-in tariff.
Now he is actually discussing the federal coalition
greenhouse gas emissions direct action plan. Could you,
Acting President, ask him to perhaps come back to the
bill that we are supposed to be discussing? Also, if I
might add, I take objection to a number of the analogies
he has used in relation to me and some animals. I am
not sure what he referred to. He has thrown ‘bleating’
and ‘sheep’ and a few other things into the mix in the
last couple of minutes. I take offence to that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I was wondering whether that would be the
substance of Mr Ramsay’s point of order. On the first
aspect of the point of order, in the context of this debate
involving renewable energy targets, I do not believe
that Mr Barber should be ruled out of order on
relevance, but I would always remind him to return to
the bill. On the second aspect, if Mr Ramsay has taken
offence to the references to ‘bleating’ and ‘sheep’, then
I would ask Mr Barber to withdraw or be heard on the
point of order if he does not believe it is offensive.
Mr BARBER — Acting President, I will certainly
withdraw. I will seek your protection from any further
noises and interjections coming into my left ear as I
attempt to explain what is quite an important and
complicated area of policy.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! Interjections can be provoked, so I caution
Mr Barber on that. I do not need to say any more about
it. The reason I have sought Mr Barber’s input on the
point of order is that it is a novel phrase in the sense
that I do not know if there are any rulings on ‘sheep’
and ‘bleating’ and whether they are offensive, but if
Mr Ramsay found it offensive, then that is a matter for
him. If Mr Barber wants to make any further
contribution on that, that would be fine. If Mr Barber is
prepared to withdraw, then that is also fine.

Thursday, 10 November 2011

Mr BARBER — I am happy to continue. I have
nothing on the point of order. I think I have withdrawn
the relevant statement.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I ask Mr Barber to return to the bill.
Mr BARBER — It is a difficult debate to take part
in when you yourself have not formed your own
position as to whether climate change is happening and
being driven by human emissions of carbon dioxide.
We have seen the extraordinarily difficult situation that
some famous climate change deniers have got
themselves into in both the federal and state
parliaments. Some of the extraordinary abuse that was
flying around about the carbon package last week did
no credit at all to the coalition. It just shows what
happens if you paint yourself into a corner as a climate
change denier.
The coalition should perhaps spend less time using its
parliamentary book allowance to buy copies of denialist
tomes and a bit more time reading — for example,
NewScientist, a credible publication. The lead article of
the 22 October issue is headed ‘Climate change: what
we do know — and what we don’t’. I am quite happy to
make my copy of that available to any member who
might like to bring it into the debate.
We have here a proposition to cut the feed-in tariff from
60 cents back to 25 cents. That will immediately reduce
the payback period of solar panels. It will reduce one of
the ways whereby non-polluting sources can reach a
level playing field, if you like, with those highly
subsidised polluters who receive billions of dollars of
tax rebates and subsidies and who are simply subsidised
by the fact that they get to pollute the atmosphere for
free, or at least only have to pay $26 a tonne as a result
of this week’s vote, and those who pay their full
price — —
Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — There again, Acting President, on
your question of relevance, I am being dragged into
some of the discussions that might be looked at in
Durban next week. In today’s Australian Financial
Review we see that virtually all Australia’s major
trading partners, trading competitors and those we trade
with and thereby compete with in their own domestic
markets have numbers on the table for emissions
reductions. Some of them are using emissions trading
systems, but all of them have a mechanism in place to
achieve those reductions. Those targets, whether they
are based on emissions intensity or absolute emissions,
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all look a hell of a lot more ambitious than Australia’s
target of 5 per cent.
By the way, we have to remember — and we can go
back to the direct action plan — that 5 per cent is
coalition policy. There is little doubt about that
particular question. But in terms of those operating
emissions trading schemes, members can also see that
explained in Mr Hunt’s document. Of course he has
used the sleight of hand of looking only at national
emissions trading schemes rather than looking at
perhaps the Californian example. The state of
California is the world’s eighth biggest economy, and
its scheme starts on 1 January. It is rapidly looking to
join with other western US and Canadian states, and it
will not be long before all those schemes link up
internationally.
Which country is one of our other major export
destinations? It is our friends, and my birth countrymen,
across the ditch: New Zealand already has an emissions
trading scheme in place. If we looked at small
businesses, we would find that one of their largest
export destinations is New Zealand. There is little doubt
to any casual reader of the Australian Financial Review
that massive subsidies to fossil fuels here in Australia
are a barrier to those seeking to invest in clean energy
and that, through a whole range of mechanisms,
worldwide prices on pollution are being imposed right
now.
The situation for the tens of thousands of Australians
who are themselves now power plant operators —
anybody who has solar panels on the roof — is that
they are competing with the old school way of
delivering power that the Liberal Party is such a
staunch defender of: the big, dumb and centralised
coal-fired model. What the coalition seemingly wants
to tack onto that model is Mr Philip Davis’s nuclear
model, which is equally big, dumb and centralised. That
is why it is so popular with socialist governments
around the world. It is a reality that to continue
protecting the present Australian model, or to bring in
Mr Davis’s nuclear model, you have to socialise your
grid, and that generally means socialising your body
politic. By contrast, the Greens propose a free market
model, where any citizen who wants to become a
power generator through the installation of solar panels
on their roof can put it straight into the grid.
Mr P. Davis interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Davis says he supports it.
Mr P. Davis — At what cost to energy consumers?
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Mr BARBER — At a fair cost. I have already
addressed that question. For the benefit of the chamber,
I have been asking that question since the beginning of
the year, and the Minister for Energy and Resources has
not seen fit to answer my question on notice. We may
get the answer during the debate on this bill.
The question Mr Davis may be asking is: what is a fair
price? First of all, a fair price is representative of the
benefit of those solar panels. To get a good rendition of
that we could look at the Sinclair Knight Merz report to
the Clean Energy Council titled Value of Generation
from Small Scale Residential PV Systems. When I get to
the end of this little discussion I will come back to
where I was debating the Kennett government’s private
monopoly model for distribution businesses. One view
of the value of solar electrons from rooftop PVs
(photovoltaic panels) is that the value of net exports
should also equal the retail tariff. It should simply be
that your meter spins backwards and you get what you
would normally pay for electrons. The alternative view
is that the tariff on exports is the value of that
generation to the wholesale market.
What level is required to allow these industries to get to
the point — which Mr Elsbury attempted to say with
his one reference — where they are at grid parity?
There are a range of benefits to the group from rooftop
PVs. One is that they avoid the cost of electricity
supplied from distant generation sources — that is,
network losses. That is the benefit that any rooftop PV
owner gives to the grid now, but for which they do not
get paid; they deliver their electrons right to the place
they are being used. They do not get any credit for the
fact that Hazelwood power station made its electrons
down in the Latrobe Valley and then delivered them
right across the other end of the state to the aluminium
smelter without proper compensation for network
losses. That is a rule built into the grid as set up by the
Kennett government. The extra benefit from solar
panels is due to their close proximity to the actual load
they are supplying.
Then there is the spot value on the wholesale market.
With a smart meter, which the Minister for Energy and
Resources, Mr O’Brien, seems to have gone to ground
on, it should be possible to determine the value of my
instantaneous solar electricity in wholesale terms at that
moment. The estimates of that are anything up to
5 cents per kilowatt hour, where it would normally be
paid at 2.5 cents or 3 cents. Then there are network
savings in terms of deferred investment in fixed cost
assets. We know this is the major driver for higher
electricity bills: as power demands rise there is a need
for distribution businesses to continually invest in
upgrades to the tune of billions of dollars. With a
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properly designed, properly conceived plan for the
grid — which Mr O’Brien does not have — a
combination of demand reduction and solar panels
could be used to avoid, possibly indefinitely, these very
expensive upgrades. Then there are the ancillary
savings, such as the avoided market fees.
Under the current market arrangements, which were set
up by the Kennett government using regulated
monopolies and which show every sign of continuing,
it is very difficult to capture the value. An analysis of
the spot price weighted to the generation that comes
from solar PV shows that it could be 50 to 100 per cent
higher than the time-weighted average price. With a
smart meter, that should be able to be captured. The
volume-weighted price in New South Wales was
estimated to be around 7.9 cents per kilowatt hour. It is
not directly comparable to Victoria, because we have a
lower wholesale price. The wholesale price here, for
example — at a 10-year low, I might add — has been
somewhere around 3 to 5 cents, depending on the time
of day. Network losses could be worth another
8 per cent, and the avoided market fees and costs —
just the administration costs — could be around
0.1 cents per kilowatt hour. Although it is hard to
calculate the value of network deferral, it is probably
quite small at the moment, given the small amount of
PV. With a large-scale uptake of solar PV, which this
bill now puts at risk, it is possible that whole and very
expensive transmission upgrades could be avoided with
proper planning.
That alone suggests that PV owners, who are just
another type of electricity generator, deserve a better
deal than they are being given under this bill. It shows
that this government has no agenda for reforming the
electricity market. The coalition had a lot to say about it
when in opposition, but now it is in the driver’s seat it
has put all the different controls at arms length. The
Minister for Energy and Resources will not intervene
through the consumer law; he leaves that to the
Australian Competition and Consumer Commission.
He will not intervene under his ministerial
responsibilities for energy; he leaves that to the
Essential Services Commission. He has cut the solar
rebate and does not even write submissions to the
Australian Energy Regulator when it comes to
decisions about prices in Victoria.
However, if we look at the coalition’s policy from the
state election, we see that it said it would not be a
back-seat passenger in the energy market, unlike former
Premier Mr Brumby, and would be an active
participant. We have not seen a sign of that. It is hard to
know who is on what side of this debate. We have
Philip Davis’s nuclear proposal — —
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Mr P. Davis — Last week I asked you a question,
and I’m still waiting for the answer.
Mr BARBER — We do not float balloons down
here, Mr Davis. If Mr Davis is thinking there will be a
nuclear power future, presumably he is saying it will be
in his electorate. Only a complete political animal
would say it should be in somebody else’s electorate.
Mr Davis is saying there should be nuclear power in his
electorate, which is at the centre of the electricity grid.
There is only the small question of how the nuclear fuel
would be transported.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I am sure it is a small question, and Mr Davis will have
ample opportunity at some stage to answer that
question, but now is not that opportunity. I ask
Mr Ondarchie and Mr Davis to relax and enjoy the day.
Mr BARBER — Floating the nuclear option is
merely a political device. Former Prime Minister John
Howard tried it, but it did not work out too well for
him. We can safely put that one aside, because only a
socialist government willing to introduce socialism
back into the electricity system would be willing to pay
the massive subsidies that would be required to get a
nuclear power plant up and running. It is clear that the
push towards 100 per cent renewables is rapidly
gaining pace.
Mr Elsbury put forward in scant detail some figures
about the payback associated with this bill. It is true that
the Minister for Energy and Resources has claimed that
this will deliver a 10-year payback on solar panels, but
the Alternative Technology Association, which has
been doing this a lot longer than any of us, has a
different view. The first thing the ATA notes is that this
guarantees payment for only five years, so anybody
taking part in the scheme today will have guaranteed
payment under the scheme for only five years. Even
with the current rate at which the cost of solar panels is
falling, would it deliver a 10-year payback?
The Alternative Technology Association says
absolutely not. It has released its modelling, which goes
into considerable detail about its assumptions, including
things like the capital cost. Whatever figure Mr Elsbury
may want to throw around, he should be aware there
are a lot of poor-quality solar units out there. The cheap
prices he may quote generally have low warranties
associated with them. It is not as simple as looking up
the cheapest set of solar panels in a newspaper and
calling that your capital base.
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Then there is the feed-in tariff rate, which is 25 cents.
We know there are some retailers that offer a little more
than the base rate, so to be generous to the minister’s
calculations we should add another 6 cents because
some retailers are willing to pay it. The life is only five
years, therefore we have to make an assumption of
what the value of electricity will be after that time. To
be conservative, we can assume that power prices will
continue to rise as they have done.
There is also the small-scale technology certificate
(STC) price. The so-called renewable energy target
certificates have been trading in the low 20s due to the
way the Gillard government stuffed up its
implementation of the renewable energy target. The
Greens warned the Gillard government and moved
amendments against it, and we warned this state
government that when it folded its scheme into the
federal scheme it would create the same problem. To be
conservative, let us suggest that the STCs will move
back to and start trading in the area of $30.
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Mr Ondarchie should be able to compare the example
that Mr Elsbury gave or, if he has in his folder the
information the minister has, he may be able to do a
quick calculation. However, there is no doubt in the
minds of those at the Alternative Technology
Association, which has been doing this since before
most people knew what a solar panel was, that this
scheme will not deliver a 10-year payback rate. At best,
under some scenarios it will be 11 years, but under
other configurations it will be up to 20 years, so it is a
hit to the benefit of anybody who wants to invest some
of their capital — their personal patient capital, if you
like — into fixing this problem.

Mr Ondarchie — They are going to hover at $20.

Why are we here? Because we have 100 megawatts of
solar power in Victoria, and along with all the wind
power that we have coming on-stream and available
through the grid expansions in South Australia and
Tasmania, the coal industry is not doing too well in
Victoria. It is getting hurt, and every 100 megawatts of
renewables that gets put into the grid is 100 megawatts
less that it is going to be selling through its polluting,
coal-fired power stations. It is fighting like a wildcat.

Mr BARBER — I am being conservative,
Mr Ondarchie, so let us say $30, with a discount rate of
6 per cent. The percentage of generated electricity
exported to the grid is another thing we do not know,
because the government, despite being in place for
11 months, has not wanted to tell us how high the net
export rate has been for solar panels under this scheme.
It was a major bone of contention when the legislation
was first brought in, but this government, which likes to
do things under the cover of darkness, has rolled it out
and kept the information quiet because it is afraid of
informed debate around the measures it brings to the
Parliament.

From the direct action plan, we have seen that the
federal Liberal opposition says it supports the
renewable energy target, so we will take it at its word
on that. I know Mr Davis did not support it when it
came to the state Parliament, but the official policy
doctrine through the rather thin document known as the
direct action plan is that the Liberal Party supports the
renewable energy target. The emissions trading scheme,
proposed under federal bills delivered just this week,
adds another $23 per megawatt hour to the price of
electrons, so that is there as well. That is something.
That is another 2.5 cents of benefit to PVs, but not
enough to keep the PV industry flourishing.

If we put together all those conservative assumptions,
which currently do not apply — but conservatively we
can suggest an even more favourable group of
settings — the ATA, which is the expert in this area,
finds that even with a 25 per cent export rate and a
1.5-kilowatt system the best payback it can get is
11 years. For every other scenario with larger systems
or higher export rates the payback blows out to around
20 years. I have not seen any attempt by the
government to seriously — —

There is one area in which I have to compliment the
Victorian government in relation to the environment,
and that is the expansion of the Victorian energy
efficiency target. Mr O’Brien mentioned this in
question time yesterday, and he suggested that
members of the Labor opposition in the other house
should come and hug Greg Barber in the way that
Labor MPs had reportedly hugged Bob Brown. If I saw
Mr O’Brien in the corridor, I would certainly give him
an arm around the shoulder for the Victorian energy
efficiency target. It is going to reduce our emissions by
nearly 6 million tonnes through energy efficiency. In
the process it will also reduce profits for coal-fired
power stations, and it is the reason that Victoria’s
demand for power has been growing by only a bit over
0.5 per cent for several years in a row.

Mr Ondarchie interjected.
Mr BARBER — Mr Ondarchie asks what the life
of a PV is. It comes back to the quality of the PV and
the warranty that comes with it. However, these
estimates are working on the basis of somewhere
between $4.50 and $5 per watt. With that assumption
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That is the reason why this is a great time to introduce
stronger measures to reduce emissions, particularly
where measures such as a feed-in tariff for PV have
wider benefits beyond simply the electrons they
generate — wider than just the typical 3 or 4 cents on
the spot market that they might earn. Mr Ondarchie,
with some education in these areas, ought to get into
that Sinclair Knight Merz report and see what it is that
the Victorian government might be able to contribute to
improve the efficiency of the regulated monopoly
known as the electricity grid — the one that Mr Davis
and I seem to have different views on and the one set
up by the Kennett government and left largely intact.
We now know that Minister O’Brien is just going to sit
back and watch the federal regulator do what it does.
The regulated monopoly set up by the Kennett
government is of course one of the biggest barriers to
improvements in this area. People seeking to have their
wind turbines, even individual ones, connected to the
grid find enormous barriers put up for them by
electricity distributors. There are a huge number of
improvements that would be economically efficient and
that would also reduce emissions, but, with the state
government wanting to run a mile from all this, those
things are just not going to happen in the next four
years.
Paul Keating used to refer to himself as the economic
reform Road Runner, and the reason he used the
analogy of the Road Runner was that he kept economic
reform moving so fast over the space of about 15 years
that, in his view, he actually set fire to the road behind
him and left nothing for the coalition to follow. At the
end of that — —
Hon. M. J. Guy — That’s me; I am the new Road
Runner. The planning Road Runner!
Mr BARBER — Certainly! Mr Matt Guy may be
one of the reform road runners in this Parliament, but
he has the Premier, Ted Baillieu, and a few other
people hanging around his ankles, which is slowing
him down.
The point that Mr Keating was making in relation to
economic reform was that at the end of that decade you
could point to the conservative parties having opposed,
or at least seemingly opposed, every one of his reforms,
so there was a lost generation where the coalition could
not catch the Road Runner and decided that, since it
could never catch him or get past him, it was easier to
just oppose everything or at least be seen to be that
harrumphing kind of voice that says, ‘We kind of
support this, but we do not like it’.
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That analogy is exactly where the coalition finds itself
on climate change. It has worked out that it cannot keep
up with the Greens in terms of reform in this area,
which the entire world is engaged in. Ten years from
now we will find that all these reforms have gone
ahead, that the world has not ended and that whole new
industries are springing up in renewables, energy
efficiency and carbon farming. Even though the
coalition may have supported some elements of that —
and it is interesting to see which of the 19 bills it did
and did not vote for in the federal Parliament this
week — it has been the party which has been against it
all, and some members of the coalition would be proud
to say that. From others, like Mr Guy, I sense a bit of
nervousness about the fact that in 10 years the coalition
may have very little to say about the environment, yet
the environment is the defining issue of the decade.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I hope Mr Barber is not reflecting on the Chair in any
way.
Mr BARBER — Jump out of the chair, Acting
President, and we will see how we do.
The government finds itself in quite a diabolical
situation. It does not have anything to say about climate
change except for its discredited direct action policy. It
knows the issue is not going away. It knows the issue is
moving fast and it is being left behind. The government
is throwing out the anchors wherever it can, but the
trends are inevitable. Thousands of Victorians already
have jobs that depend solely on the existing pollution
prices and constraints that have been built in, especially
the renewable energy target, which members of this
government are fighting tooth and nail while their
federal colleagues claim credit for it.
From here on in, through the carbon-farming initiative
there will be hundreds of millions of dollars going into
carbon storage and biodiversity. The renewable energy
target is going to quadruple in the next nine years. The
$23-a-tonne benefit will be available to clean energy
producers through the carbon tax that has just passed.
There are the benefits of emissions trading. There is
also the immediate asset write-down for small business
that was offered as part of the carbon tax package for
them to invest in energy-saving devices, which will be
an immediate benefit into their working capital that will
arrive on 1 July along with the various other benefits in
the package. The government is discombobulated
because half of its members are enthralled with
defending the coal industry and the other half believes
that climate change is just a big hoax and that any day
now we will wake up and that will be that. It is a sad
state of affairs.
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In the committee stage of this bill we will get into a
little bit more of the detail of this bill, which has not
been forthcoming up until now. The government has
brought this bill before the house in complete secrecy,
not wanting its proposition to be debated with any real
information associated with it. The bill will be a hit to
the solar industry, which I am sure will continue to
flourish in the longer term. For that reason we are
opposing the bill. We will vote against the bill.
The minister, using a trigger in the bill, has already shut
down the mechanism. I have to say that was a trigger
put in place by the previous government, and it showed
the previous government’s lack of confidence in the
future of the solar industry. In any case, if this bill were
to fail, the trigger would be available for the minister to
restart the industry. What is being offered in place of
the former feed-in tariff scheme is a poor substitute,
little better than what someone by the end of the
five-year period would be able to attract in the retail
electricity market. Therefore it is replacing an imperfect
but effective scheme with something that is worth very
little to those who want to invest in renewable energy.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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supplementary question is: in general terms, what
would the minister do?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — In general terms, it is an interesting
supplementary question. There are a variety of
processes that I, in my portfolio, for example, undertake
when I am seeking to appoint people to positions. By
far the most frequent means of doing that is to go
through a public process seeking expressions of interest
for that position. Beyond that, from time to time there
are people who are well credentialled who may be
considered for a particular position. In general terms,
the only response I can give to Mr Lenders in respect of
that is as I have done — that is, in my experience how I
might seek to appoint people to positions for which I
have responsibility. As I said, if there is a different
method employed by the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, that will be part of the response I give
the member.

Smoking: regulation
Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Health, the Honourable David Davis,
and I ask: can the minister inform the house of progress
being made by the Baillieu government in its efforts to
protect children from second-hand smoke and to
discourage them from taking up smoking themselves?

Supplementary question

Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I thank
the member for his question and for his interest in
tobacco control, which this chamber has a long history
of bipartisan activity on. People will remember
Mr Drum’s bill which sought to regulate point-of-sale
matters surrounding tobacco; they will remember that
that bill was brought to this chamber and passed with
the support of the then opposition, the Greens and the
Democratic Labor Party. Later a bill that mirrored that
bill came from the other chamber and we, as members
of this chamber, were able to vote in favour of the
point-of-sale regulation of tobacco products. That was
introduced on 1 January, and I was pleased to work
with councils and the department on the
implementation of those tobacco control measures. We
were also able to take steps to strengthen the
prosecution provisions in the legislation with respect to
smoking in cars with children, and that again drew
support from across the chamber.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
Mr Hall’s answer, but my question was for the minister
in general terms. I would have thought Mr Hall could
certainly give a general answer about what Mr Walsh
would do, given that there are guidelines for cabinet
ministers on how to make appointments. My

I can indicate to the house that recently I banned a
number of products that will no longer be available for
sale in Victoria. These are small cigarette papers that
are brightly coloured and flavoured in a way that is
clearly designed to attract children and to entice young
people.

Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to Mr Hall in his capacity as the minister
representing the Minister for Agriculture and Food
Security. What process does the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security follow when making
recommendations to cabinet to deal with real or
potential conflicts of interest when making
appointments, especially those relating to close friends
and members of his party?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The question has been directed to me in
my capacity as minister representing the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security. As such, I will convey
that question to the minister and respond to the member
in the normal way in which ministers who represent
ministers in the other chamber respond.
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Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — There is no question that
Tasmania and New South Wales have already moved
on this matter, and Victoria has now joined them.
People will be very pleased that things called Juicy
Jay’s banana-flavoured and cherry-flavoured cigarette
papers, which are clearly designed to make smoking
attractive to younger people, will be banned in this
state. The sale of these items will be prohibited. You
will no longer be able to buy Juicy Jay’s
orange-flavoured tobacco papers in this state. Again
this is one small step.
Mr Jennings — Where did you get them?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I purchased them,
Mr Jennings, and the department obtained them prior to
the process of banning them. But I think it is important
that people see what we are talking about here. This
product is clearly designed to entice younger people
and to make smoking an attractive proposition. It is an
important step to make sure that under section 15N(1)
of the Tobacco Act 1987 these products will no longer
be available. I am sure these measures will meet with
support across the chamber. I do not think anyone
wants to see these products made available; they are
clearly designed to entice younger people and
encourage them to take up smoking. These are small
but important steps in a series of tobacco control
measures that I think meet broad support across the
community.

Children: Take a Break program
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development, Ms Lovell, and it is in
regard to the Take a Break occasional child-care
funding. As the minister is aware, occasional child care
is provided by 220 community-based centres across
Victoria, and it is often the only form of affordable
child care accessible to many disadvantaged families
and those in rural or isolated areas. The federal
government recently announced an increase in
commonwealth-funded child-care places, including
250 new places in Victoria. The Victorian government
has said all along that it would put back into play its
share of the former Take a Break funding if the federal
government restored its share. Will the government
capitalise on this opportunity and provide the funding
required to prevent the closure of more occasional
child-care services in Victoria, especially country
Victoria?
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Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I note that the
member is correct; there was a federal announcement
on 25 October of some additional occasional care
places, but these are not Take a Break occasional care
places. The federal Minister for Employment
Participation and Childcare, Kate Ellis, made that very
clear on ABC radio last week. The details of the federal
government’s announcement are still very sketchy. My
department has We have been seeking additional
information from her department through my
department. That information has not been
forthcoming. My office also sought additional
information from her office. We received a letter last
week that told us that the details of her announcement
will not be available until the end of January next year.
What is clear from an interview she did on radio last
week is that they will be funded through the child-care
benefit and the child-care rebate. I have previously
written to the minister asking her to make occasional
care places available with funding through the
child-care benefit and child-care rebate, so it appears
that the federal announcement is in direct response to
my lobbying of the minister.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — There are a couple of
further points I would like to make. I note there is in the
federal minister’s announcement an acknowledgement
that the funding of child care is a responsibility of the
federal government. I also note that the commonwealth
must acknowledge the particular impact on rural and
regional areas when setting the eligibility criteria,
because when the federal government withdrew its
funding to the Take a Break program it did impact more
on rural and regional areas, and it is most important that
Victoria gets its fair share of the funding announced.
Once we know the details at the end of January, which
is when Ms Ellis has told us the information will be
available, we will be able to make informed decisions
about what Victoria will do.
But I note that in this chamber several weeks ago I
asked the member who has asked this question today,
Ms Hartland, to sign a joint letter with me to Kate Ellis.
A letter was produced — a totally non-political letter —
asking Ms Ellis to reinstate funding for Take a Break.
After accepting and saying in this chamber that she
would sign the letter, it was extremely disappointing
that Ms Hartland reneged on the assurance she gave in
this chamber and would not sign the letter.
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Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister. I am extremely disappointed in her
answer. On the issue of the letter, that was not a
non-political letter; that was a letter intended to wedge
me, and that is why I would not sign it. There was no
negotiation; she presented a letter that she wanted
signed.
My supplementary question is: the minister has
basically now said no, the state government is not going
to put money back into Take a Break, so what do we
tell people in country areas who are sending me
postcards and telling me that they use this occasional
child care, especially when they are undertaking
dangerous farm practices? They have nowhere else to
take their children in regional and country centres.
Those centres will close. What will the minister do for
those parents when their centres close?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I do not like being
verballed by the member, and I certainly did not say
there was a hard and fast rule that we would not re-fund
a program. Our commitment to re-fund the program
was based on the federal government putting its money
back into Take a Break. The federal government has
not done that at this point. As I said in my substantive
answer, once we understand the full impact of the
federal government’s announcement, we can then make
informed decisions.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — The end of January is
when we will get the information. What is clear from
the federal government’s withdrawal of funding from
the Take a Break program is that the federal
government — the level of government responsible for
child care and the funding of child care — does not
have a sustainable model for the delivery of child care
in rural Victoria, in fact in rural areas anywhere. It does
not have a sustainable model.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan).

Fishermans Bend: development
Ms CROZIER (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy, and I
ask: can the minister inform the house what action the
Baillieu government has taken to advance the
Fishermans Bend precinct as Melbourne’s latest urban
renewal opportunity?
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Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning) — I thank
my colleague Ms Crozier for a terrific question about
creating jobs and urban renewal for Victoria, some of
the hallmarks of the Baillieu government that we are
getting on with after 12 months in office. I had much
pleasure recently in launching Victoria’s newest urban
renewal authority, Places Victoria, which will focus on
not just building buildings but building spaces that are
livable. It will focus on what is important to all
Victorians, on places that are livable, places that are
unique and places that will benefit this state for a long
time.
We launched the new authority with its CEO, Mr Sam
Sangster, and its chairman, Mr Peter Clarke, and a new
structure. That new structure will even include an area
of the organisation dedicated to City West, completing
Melbourne’s Docklands and the Fishermans Bend
precinct. It will start that precinct in cooperation with
local government and industry as a true mixed-use
precinct that will create jobs, investment and residential
opportunities on the doorstep of one of the world’s
greatest CBD areas.
As we in this chamber know, other governments have
seen opportunities for and the importance of urban
renewal. The Cain government, to its credit, saw the
Southbank precinct development, the Kennett
government saw the Docklands precinct and this
government, the Baillieu government, sees the
Fishermans Bend precinct. We know some members
oppose it. A local member, the member for Albert Park
in the Assembly, Mr Foley, believes we should be
creating 19th century, unionised shoe factories on the
edge of the city, but we believe we can do better than
that. We believe we should construct an area that
creates real jobs into the future, a true mixed-use
precinct, one that in 20 years time we will look back on
as a legacy to the city, as the Cain government did with
Southbank and as the Kennett government did with
Docklands.
I find it annoying, distressing and sad that some
members opposite who, when previously in opposition
opposed CityLink, opposed the Melbourne Museum
being built, opposed things time and again and are
again opposing the development of Melbourne’s
newest urban renewal precinct, Fishermans Bend.
Mr Tee is on record opposing the development at
Fishermans Bend, which I find strange given that his
own party during the Cain government era saw the
development of the Southbank precinct and saw
opportunities into the future. It is a shame that we have
some short-sighted politicians who do not want to
believe in urban renewal, opportunities for the city to
progress, opportunities for jobs growth — —
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Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — Are you still interjecting,
Mr Viney? Poindexter has been quiet today but the
Muppet show up the back is still going — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. M. J. GUY — I take up your interjection,
Mr Viney. Thank you very much. Mr Viney may not
believe in urban renewal, his leader may not believe in
urban renewal, but he may believe in Docklands. There
is a studio in Docklands where we might be able to
shoot Mr Bean mark 2. We might be able to shoot I,
Frankenstein, and maybe get 19 people in the audience
or send it off to 19 film distributors or somewhere else.
We might have a 19 per cent share rating — one of the
two. We believe in urban renewal — —
Mr Viney interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I expect a higher
standard of behaviour from the Deputy President given
his position. I can understand an interjection here and
there, but when it starts to roll on to the level that it has,
it is inappropriate.
Hon. M. J. GUY — This government is committed
to urban renewal. We are committed to good outcomes
for Melbourne. I am not sure what Mr What’s-his-name
or the other one believes, but he certainly does not
believe in Fishermans Bend; this government does, we
are going to deliver it and Places Victoria will be the
agency that does it.

Government: appointment process
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Higher Education and
Skills, Mr Hall, in his capacity representing the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security, Mr Walsh.
When Mr Walsh presented to cabinet the nomination of
Graeme Stoney for the VicForests board, did the
Premier absent himself when his brother-in-law’s
nomination was before cabinet?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The considerations of cabinet are cabinet
in confidence and not something that is spoken about
openly in public. As such, I am not in a position to
answer that question.
Supplementary question
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — I
appreciate Mr Hall’s answer, but I draw his attention to
Hansard of 28 June, when the Deputy Premier, when
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asked by the cabinet secretary whether he had absented
himself on the Rapke discussions and response,
answered and said he did not. My supplementary
question is: if the Deputy Premier can say he was
absent from a cabinet decision because he was
conflicted on a Dorothy Dixer from the cabinet
secretary, why is it that Mr Hall cannot provide an
answer to this house on whether the Premier absented
himself when the cabinet appointed his brother-in-law
to a government board?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I abide by my previous answer — that is,
I respect that the issues within cabinet are subject to the
confidentiality that all governments have exercised. If a
question is being asked of the actions of the Premier,
then I suggest to the Leader of the Opposition that his
side will have an opportunity to directly ask the Premier
that question later today if it so chooses.

Maternal and child health: government
initiatives
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Housing, who is also the
Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development, Ms Lovell. I ask: can the minister advise
the house of any recent improvements in the area of
take-home maternal and child health resources?
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (Minister for Children and
Early Childhood Development) — I thank the member
for her question and her ongoing interest in maternal
and child health in Victoria. Over the course of this
month a new and improved health and development
record called My Health and Development Record will
be distributed to maternity hospitals across Victoria. I
was delighted to be able to launch the record when I
recently addressed a conference of the Victorian
Association of Maternal and Child Health Nurses. This
is a new and improved record, and it is a result of an
extensive review undertaken into the usability and
practicality of the former record. The views of parents
were the primary reference point for this review. It will
be used by maternal and child health nurses, other
health professionals and, most importantly, parents to
record the growth and development of their child.
The new record, which is a folder, allows parents to not
only record the health of their child but also insert
mementos and photographs along the way to make it a
truly valuable record of their child’s first few years of
life. After launching the record I had the pleasure of
being able to present the first copy to a new mother
from Maribyrnong, Anita Beniwal, and her beautiful
newborn son, Aaryan, at the Royal Women’s Hospital.
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I take this opportunity to wish Ms Beniwal and Aaryan
all the best from everyone in this chamber.
The Baillieu government is committed to improving
maternal and child health services for Victorian
families. Improvements to existing services will
combine with initiatives such as the provision of an
additional $180 000 in this year’s state budget to
expand the maternal and child health nurses scholarship
program in order to provide an additional
50 postgraduate scholarships.
I look forward to seeing the maternal and child health
sector continue in its development for the benefit of all
children and new parents.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. Yesterday the
minister ruled out using the lockout arrangements in
Victorian hospitals as part of the government’s
industrial relations strategy. I ask: was this based on
any advice the minister had received that the state
would have created an additional liability for patient
damages had Victorian hospitals applied the lockout
provisions to its nurses?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I am
very happy to answer this question, because it is an
important one. It was based on the fact that there is a
policy that is in position, which remains in position
from the earlier government’s time and which requires
any such action to be notified and to be agreed to prior
to it occurring. There is a policy in position. That is the
key point.
On a deeper level, the government is determined to
keep our hospitals open. We are determined to work
with the nursing profession. We seek to have our
hospitals remain open; we would not want to close
hospitals. Locking people out of a hospital would mean
it would be difficult to maintain services at that
hospital. It would be the wrong way to go. We seek to
keep our hospitals open for patients. One of the key
issues that we see with the Australian Nursing
Federation’s decision to push forward with the closure
of one in three hospital beds in Victoria is the impact
that will have on the safety of patients in our hospitals
and the security of people to get the services they
urgently need on some occasions.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
thank the minister for his answer. I congratulate him
because it was a good answer, but it was not a complete
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answer. In recognition of it having been a good answer,
he will note that I did not interrupt him once during his
answer. I would like the minister to specifically address
the question of whether he believes, on the basis of
advice he has received, there would have been an
additional liability that could have accrued to the state
had those provisions been used and then perceived to
have had an adverse effect on an individual Victorian
patient?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
key points are the ones that I have outlined, and they
are that there is a policy position and that remains in
force. It is a sensible policy position. The fundamental
step is that we want to keep hospitals open. We want to
keep them available to patients. We want our highly
qualified nurses doing the work that is required so that
patients can come through. Closing one in three
hospital beds would imperil that. If a lockout
mechanism closed a hospital or part of a hospital, it
would be very difficult to maintain the level of services
required.

Auditor-General: TAFE Governance
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Higher Education and Skills. I ask:
can the minister advise the house of the department’s
response to the report of the Victorian
Auditor-General’s Office entitled TAFE Governance,
which was tabled in this house on 26 October 2011?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Mr Ramsay for his question. He
refers to a report of the Auditor-General that was tabled
in this house on 26 October that concerned TAFE
governance. While the catalyst of that particular report
by the Auditor-General was a particular matter
concerning Holmesglen Institute of TAFE, the
recommendations made within the report have very
broad application across the governance of all TAFE
institutes within this state; so this report has been
welcomed by my department and me.
The report makes recommendations concerning a
number of organisations, including the department,
Skills Victoria, the Victorian Skills Commission, the
Department of Treasury and Finance as well as
Holmesglen TAFE. I am pleased to be able to report to
the house that in respect of those recommendations to
government bodies, being the Skills Commission, Skills
Victoria and the Department of Treasury and Finance,
the government accepts every one of the
recommendations. The comments of departments that
have been included in the Auditor-General’s report
indicate exactly that.
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I also make the comment and observation that some of
the recommendations are already well advanced in their
implementation. I have taken some measures after
observing some of the things that I inherited. I have
taken measures during the course of this year that go
some way towards meeting those recommendations put
forward by the Auditor-General. I might mention also
that legislation has been introduced in the other house
this week that addresses at least one of those
recommendations.
In respect of Holmesglen, I have written to the chair of
the Holmesglen board advising him of my expectation
that the recommendations relating to the Holmesglen
institute will also be implemented. I know the
department secretary is meeting with the chair of
Holmesglen during the course of this week.
The Auditor-General’s report is helpful in that it
coincides with a number of other areas of work that the
department and I are currently undertaking with respect
to TAFE governance and the architecture around
training. While the previous government put in place a
demand-driven training system in this state, it left intact
a system of architecture around that, which you would
almost describe as unfit for purpose, given the change
to the whole dynamics of the training market in
Victoria. We need to look at whether the governance
model for our TAFE institutes is appropriate to our new
market-driven system. We need to look at industry
engagement structures to make sure that under this new
market-driven system industry engagement is meeting
the needs of government and industry and getting the
industry’s messages to government.
In terms of all this work, including some of the fees and
funding work which I have previously spoken about in
this house, what I expect to be able to do is to come
back to the Parliament and the people of Victoria early
in the new year and put in place a structure around
training in this state that is enhanced, that strengthens
the training system and that better meets contemporary
needs. I look forward to reporting to the house early
next year on those matters all coming together to
strengthen the training system that we have here in
Victoria.

Nurses: enterprise bargaining
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Health. In the last
24 hours I think we have come some way towards
defusing some of the conflict areas in the industrial
relations climate in Victoria, and I would encourage the
minister to go further. Could the minister today rule
out, just as he has ruled out the lockout provisions, that
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the stand-down provisions will not be used, and is it his
intention not to use those provisions in Victorian
hospitals in the coming days?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — The
member has obviously asked a question about some
very specific parts of the process — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I make the point that the
government is determined to negotiate with the ANF
(Australian Nursing Federation) through the processes
that exist — that is, with the health services acting
through the VHIA (Victorian Hospitals Industrial
Association). That process is well advanced. In fact I
believe there may be conciliation processes occurring
today, around now, and my understanding is that
conciliation processes are booked every day for the
foreseeable future, including through the weekend. We
are hopeful those discussions will be successful in
getting a resolution to the process. We are determined
to work with the ANF to do whatever is required to get
an outcome, so the 86 health services and the VHIA
will be working — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — No, I believe this is quite
important background for the house to know.
Obviously, as the member would understand, I am not a
part of a negotiating team and not doing the actual
negotiations, but I do ask for some significant details of
what is occurring and the sequence, and I welcome the
fact that there is a clear sequence of negotiating
occasions that will — —
Mr Leane interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I am sorry, Mr Leane, I
think this is quite a serious matter. I have got 2 minutes
and 13 seconds left and I intend to give a full answer to
this and an answer that actually treats it with the general
seriousness that I believe the house and the community
believe it deserves. You may not regard this as a serious
matter, but I certainly do.
The government is determined to negotiate with ANF
through those bargaining agents and the 86 health
services and to get a result that is in the community’s
interests. We would hope there would be no need for
any further arrangements. We would hope a negotiated
settlement would be found, and we would also hope
ANF would not proceed with the stated intention to
close one in three beds. As I explained to the house
earlier this week, on Tuesday afternoon ANF sent
letters to health services around the state indicating that
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bans will begin at 7 o’clock on Saturday morning.
Those processes — —
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — We have made it very clear
that we are keen to negotiate. We have made it very
clear that we want to reach a good outcome; we want
the health services to be able to reach a good outcome.
Obviously a significant offer is available in terms of
2.5 per cent plus productivity offsets, and we are very
open to sensible suggestions that are made and put
forward.
The point here is that the opportunity is there — and
Mr Leane might be getting toey, but he will just have to
keep listening — to get a good outcome for the
community, to ensure that the nursing union, the ANF,
pauses with its implementation of bans at 7 o’clock on
Saturday morning when its members will start closing
every third bed in Victoria. That is going to have a
devastating impact, and public safety and security is the
primary objective of the government here, so we are
quite concerned that that will not be happening.
Mr Jennings — President, I do have a
supplementary, although I was prepared to move by
leave, if it helps the minister, that we have an extension
of time for his answer.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Jennings can ask a
supplementary question at this point.
Supplementary question
Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
note the minister did not quite take the opportunity in
his substantive answer of ruling out the use of
stand-down provisions, and if he is going to baulk at
that matter today, can he step up and indicate that he is
not contemplating as part of his industrial relations
strategy using agency casual nurses if stand-down
provisions were used to replace full-time nursing
positions in Victorian hospitals?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — As I
have said, our major focus is on guaranteeing a good
outcome to the EBA (enterprise bargaining agreement)
negotiations and to work genuinely with the ANF
through the health services and their agents to get a
good outcome for the future for nurses, with higher
salaries and good conditions, and better outcomes for
the community. That is one side of it. But in terms of
the period where admittedly argy-bargy occurs in an
industrial environment of this nature — an EBA
negotiation — our primary objective is to guarantee the
safety of Victorians and Victorian patients. If the ANF
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closes one in three beds, that will make it very difficult
to guarantee safety.
In terms of agency nurses, it is not my position to
employ staff in hospitals. What occurs in hospitals is
that nurses and doctors and other staff are employed by
the health agencies, and I would not want to say to
nurses that agency nurses have no role in hospitals.
Currently they are routinely hired to fill places and gaps
in the system.

Information and communications technology:
national broadband network
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Technology. I ask: can
the minister inform the house of the action the Baillieu
government is taking to secure a fair share of the NBN
(national broadband network) rollout for Victoria?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Minister for
Technology) — I thank Mrs Petrovich for her question
and her interest in the rollout of the NBN.
Mr Somyurek — Do you support an NBN?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — I will come to
that, Mr Somyurek. The Victorian government has been
very clear about the benefits of high-speed broadband
for the state. We see it as a driver of productivity, a
driver of innovation, something that will benefit our
health sector, something that will benefit sustainability
in this state and something that will drive the next wave
of reform for Victoria. Whether it is high-speed
broadband delivered by NBNCo Ltd through its fibre
rollout or whether it is high-speed broadband delivered
by existing providers through wireless or satellite
rollout — whatever the platform — the Victorian
government sees enormous potential for the rollout of
high-speed broadband and the use of high-speed
broadband in this state.
The house has heard me say previously that it is not just
the provision of the infrastructure that is important; it is
actually having the applications to use that
infrastructure. That is why last month I was pleased to
announce the new Broadband-Enabled Innovation
(BEI) program to provide incentives for Victorian
institutions and businesses to develop applications to
use the rollout of high-speed broadband.
Last week I was pleased to be at the University of
Ballarat for the announcement of the first round of
grants under the BEI program. One of the major
recipients under the first round of the program was the
three-dimensional Telehealth project being undertaken
by the University of Ballarat in conjunction with
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Grampians Rural Health Alliance. The purpose of that
project is to provide opportunities for clinicians,
particularly clinicians based in regional centres and
clinicians based in metropolitan centres, to undertake
consultations with patients in remote locations around
the state.
At the university last week we had a demonstration of a
clinician undertaking a consultation with a cancer
patient. The cancer patient was from Horsham and the
consultation was being undertaken in Ballarat. We had
the three-dimensional image and the clinician was able
to undertake a detailed assessment of the patient and
address their clinical needs via the high-speed
broadband link. That is the type of initiative that can be
generated under the BEI program.
It is for that reason that the Victorian government and
the Victorian community were very disappointed with
the announcement by NBNCo last month of its first
year of major rollout of NBN premises across Australia,
because — —
Mr Somyurek — So did you advocate for Victoria?
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Absolutely,
Mr Somyurek. The Victorian government has
advocated for Victoria; those opposite have not. In the
first round NBNCo announced a rollout of 485 000
premises in the first year, of which Victoria’s share is
only 61 000. Only 61 000 premises out of 485 000 —
12 per cent of the rollout — are coming to Victoria. As
honourable members know, we have 25 per cent of
Australia’s population and we are receiving only 12 per
cent of the rollout. We have a Prime Minister who is a
Victorian, we have a communications minister in
Canberra who is a Victorian, and we do not have
Victoria receiving its fair share under this program. The
Victorian government is advocating for a better deal for
Victoria under this project, and I call on those opposite
to put Victoria first, talk to their federal colleagues and
ensure that Victoria gets a better deal.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Hon. D. M. DAVIS (Minister for Health) — I
have answers to the following questions on notice:
1168–79, 1181–267, 1269–317, 1368–80, 1382–98,
1400–4, 1409–20, 1422–33, 1435–67, 1518–74,
1576–608, 1610, 1612–52, 1654–786, 1788–886,
1889, 1891–962, 1964–6, 1968–2002, 2005–21,
2023–54, 2056–89, 2091–137, 2139–48, 2150–205,
2207–59, 2432–43, 2445–61, 2463–84, 2488–540,
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2624–56, 2660–79, 2681–702, 2704–39, 2742,
3567–77, 7512–607, 7896–991. That is 1383
answers, which is a significant achievement. I was
reflecting on this: it is some sort of record. It might
be a world record; I do not know. It is certainly a
record in my period in the chamber. People like
Mr Hall or Mr Davis or the President may
remember others.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, I am
not sure what motion Mr Davis, the Leader of the
Government, is actually speaking to. If he is speaking
to a motion, I would like to know the procedure, what
the motion before the house is and how members can
participate in the debate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I understand
Mr Viney’s point of order, and I think I would be
concerned if Mr Davis were to make an extensive
speech with regard to the tabling of answers to
questions, which is a fairly straightforward process.
Nonetheless, at this stage the context he has put to the
answers is not of great concern to me. As I said, I
certainly do not see that this ought to be an extended
speech, and I would ask the Leader of the Government
to be mindful of that. Are there any concluding
remarks?
Hon. D. M. DAVIS — I should note, President, that
1884 answers have been tabled this week, which is a
significant number of questions on notice that have
been answered. I indicate that the government is
seeking to keep up with the very significant flow of
questions in a genuine way. As I say, perhaps we have
hit some sort of world record today.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President, I
seek your ruling. We have new sessional orders that
preclude opposition members from speaking on this on
a Thursday. Now we have the Leader of the
Government, in a provocative fashion, commencing a
debate on it. The ruling I seek from you is on the
applicability of sessional orders which completely take
away any right of reply in such a debate. I seek the
leave of the house to respond to the Leader of the
Government, who has entered into a debate. This is two
sitting weeks after he removed the ability of the
opposition to comment on this issue on a Thursday, so I
seek leave to respond.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will put it to the
house as to whether or not leave will be granted, but
from my perspective in the Chair I do not believe the
Leader of the Government was actually entering into a
new debate. I accept that the process is that he is
essentially expected by the house to table the answers
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to questions and to advise the house of the number of
questions that have been answered. That obviously
enables the house to monitor the progress of questions
that have been put on the notice paper and discharged.
The Leader of the Government has embellished that
process today, and I would suggest it is not something
that I would be looking to continue on future occasions,
but I do not think the remarks constituted a debate as
such. They were perhaps some observations about the
number of questions that have been asked and
answered.
The Leader of the Opposition has requested leave to
respond to the remarks that were made by the Leader of
the Government. Is leave granted?
Hon. D. M. Davis — Not on this occasion.
Leave refused.
Honourable members interjecting.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBERS
Hon. M. J. Guy and Hon. M. P. Pakula
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Guy and
Mr Pakula to vacate the chamber for half an hour.
Hon. M. J. Guy and Hon. M. P. Pakula withdrew
from chamber.

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT
(TRANSITIONAL FEED-IN TARIFF
SCHEME) BILL 2011
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Electricity Industry Amendment (Transitional
Feed-in Tariff Scheme) Bill 2011. I will not reprise the
excellent speech that Mr Elsbury gave when
introducing the discussion today, when he properly
encapsulated the essence of the bill and gave a very
good rationale for the government policy this bill seeks
to implement. That policy has been described by
industry stakeholders as providing the solar industry
with a soft landing in relation to the changes that are
needed to realise the legislative framework put in place
by the previous government.
For the benefit of Mr Barber, the aspiring federal
parliamentary leader who sought to spend most of his

4465

contribution time debating commonwealth
parliamentary matters, policy and legislation, I make
the point, as he seems to have missed it, that section
40FE of the Electricity Industry Act 2000 clearly sets
out that there is a cap on the previous scheme, the
premium feed-in tariff scheme. It surprised me, when I
went back to that legislation, that the estimate the then
minister had made of the cost to a consumer arising
from that scheme was around $10 — and that is written
into the act. I was surprised to find that the estimates of
the cost of the operational scheme to consumers, as
reported by the Auditor-General, was a significantly
higher cost to consumers.
I make the point that the action the Victorian
government has taken in relation to this bill is intended
to maintain an incentive for the installation of solar
generators for retail customers. In its own way, that is
meritorious on a number of fronts. One is that there has
been an industry expectation created around incentives,
and the difficulty in stepping back from that level of
incentive, which is around 60 cents, was that the
collapse of market demand would have meant that
small business operators who installed solar panels
would have been in a lot of commercial trouble. At the
same time there are electricity consumers who were
seeking to move into solar schemes and who for timing
reasons had not been in a position to avail themselves
of the premium tariff scheme. As a result of this bill,
they now have a default option.
What I really wanted to lead to was the conceptual
problem that we have with the legislative framework
around renewable energy. I refer to the issue that
Mr Barber alluded to about debates occurring in
different jurisdictions, and I want to crystallise what it
is that legislators are seeking to do in a policy sense,
which is essentially to interfere in a market that is in
itself imperfect — that is, it is a highly regulated
market. The energy industries, by their very nature, are
not industries that lend themselves to perfect
competition in the way that more disaggregated
industries do. There is an inevitable centralisation,
because of the monopoly or oligopoly positions in the
marketplace, which determines that regulators must
intervene and set a framework. That framework can be
well administered or poorly administered, depending on
the policy positions adopted by the regulators at the
time.
Mr Barber alluded to the current construct of the
transmission and distribution system in Victoria, and I
acknowledge, having been involved in setting the
framework in a previous government, that it is
imperfect because of the legacy of a state-owned
monopoly.
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Mr Barber interjected.
Mr P. DAVIS — I will address Mr Barber’s
interjection about maximising the net yield to the state
from the sale of the assets. Yes, that was one of the
objectives of the restructure, but importantly it was also
driven by the notion of stepping away from a monopoly
structure into a competitive market in the best way that
could be done in that transition. I would not deny that
further reform of the energy market could, should, must
and will take place over time.
Mr Barber further argues for an entirely disaggregated
model for a distributed energy generation industry. I
agree with Mr Barber that that is not a bad model. It is
quite clear that small-scale renewable energy lends
itself exceedingly well to a distributed generation
sector. However, the reality is that in the contemporary
environment we are largely dependent upon centralised
baseload power generation that for the time being will
continue to be dominated by brown coal. In a previous
debate I posited a question to which I have not yet had a
response from Mr Barber: is he advocating for a nuclear
model, which is of course the solution, and if not, why
not?
Mr Barber — No, because it doesn’t work.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Barber interjects that it does
not work. If Mr Barber’s objective is zero or close to
zero greenhouse emissions, he is being incredibly
inconsistent. If that is his primary driver in the context
of this debate, that is a question that needs to be
answered.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr P. DAVIS — One of the other sources of energy
generation is, of course, hot air. We have a good deal of
it going across the chamber at the moment, which is
making my task all the more interesting and
challenging.
I did want to walk through some of the options for
alternative renewable energy. The other question I
would posit for Mr Barber to respond to is about his
total aversion to biomass generation. Biomass is
probably one of the greatest potential renewable energy
resources in this state. I would have thought that,
contrary to his current position, Mr Barber would have
been a great advocate for biomass. I notice
Ms Pennicuik shaking her head. I know that this
summer she will be in East Gippsland hugging trees to
death.
It is the biomass from forest residues that could very
significantly displace brown coal — the brown coal that
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Ms Pennicuik and Mr Barber hate so much. If they got
up and argued in this place to replace brown coal with
biomass, they would have far more credibility than they
do at the moment. In my view the Greens have no
absolutely no credibility at all in this debate on energy,
because you will not take up a case to argue for — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis should
address his comments through the Chair.
Mr P. DAVIS — The Greens have absolutely no
credibility in this debate because they will not take a
consistent position to advocate for the environment.
They say they are for the environment. What they are
for is a change in the economic structure of Australia.
They are interested only in the redistribution of wealth,
by arguing for tax measures and consumption levies
that transfer wealth from the poor to wealthier people or
indeed investors.
I make the case about your neighbours in Brunswick,
Mr Barber, who — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I advise Mr Davis to
address his comments through the Chair — not ‘your
neighbours’.
Ms Pennicuik — Mr Barber’s neighbours.
Mr P. DAVIS — Mr Barber’s neighbours. Thank
you for that assistance; I really needed to be refocused
in this debate.
Mr Barber’s neighbours in Brunswick, most of whom
are tenants, I would suspect, will be subsidising other
people. I have to admit that I have children who reside
in Brunswick. I know that Brunswick is a very
cosmopolitan suburb of Melbourne, but essentially a lot
of people in rental accommodation there are students
who struggle to pay their electricity bills. As a result of
the schemes that Mr Barber advocates for, they are very
heavily subsidising people in the leafy suburbs of
Melbourne — let me not name them — who can well
afford to install solar panels.
The reform that the government has introduced is to
ensure the continuation of the premium tariff scheme,
which has been found to be poorly implemented. It will
continue the scheme but at a lower cost to consumers.
That is what is important about the Baillieu
government: it is acting entirely responsibly. I support
this bill because it will ensure that there is an effective
solar tariff scheme in place but at a much reduced cost
for consumers.
In conclusion, I ask that Ms Pulford advise the
Department of Primary Industries, through the
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minister’s office, of any specific examples of people
who are caught in the middle, as she described them,
because I understand that they are being dealt with on a
case-by-case basis.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
objective of this bill is to amend the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 to introduce a new feed-in tariff scheme to
begin after the current premium solar feed-in tariff
scheme reaches capacity and also to amend the
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005 to give effect
to this new scheme. Ms Pulford has already indicated in
her contribution that the opposition does not support the
bill.
The government’s argument for the provisions in this
bill is basically that the premium solar feed-in tariff
scheme has reached its statutory capacity and because
of that it should be closed to new customers who will
be able to access the new transitional feed-in scheme
that the bill introduces. The government says that the
100-megawatt cap specified in the Electricity Industry
Act 2000 will be reached by the end of this year — that
is well ahead of schedule — and that if the current
arrangements were to continue, all electricity
consumers who end up paying for the tariff to the small
solar power generators would face an increasing impost
and this would be unfair.
The new transitional feed-in tariff scheme will be open
to those small solar generators who would otherwise
have been eligible for the premium solar feed-in tariff
scheme but will pay them a feed-in tariff rate of
25 cents per kilowatt hour, whereas the premium
scheme, members will remember, paid 60 cents per
kilowatt hour. The bill also provides for the wind-up of
the transitional scheme when a capacity of
75 megawatts — that is statewide — has been
achieved, or when the annual consumer cost cap of $5
is reached. The difficulties with this proposal are
twofold: that it runs counter to the promises that the
coalition made in its energy policy in the lead-up to the
2010 election and also that the changes rely on
assessments of the capacity of small solar generators
that the industry disputes and that the government, we
believe, has not provided adequate data to defend.
The coalition election policy document entitled The
Victorian Liberal-Nationals Coalition Plan for Energy
and Resources states very clearly that a coalition
government would direct the Victorian Competition
and Efficiency Commission to inquire into and report
on the design and implementation of a market-based
gross feed-in tariff scheme and would ask VCEC to
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examine the following possible features of a
market-based gross feed-in tariff scheme.
These are as follows: a requirement for electricity
retailers to include in every retail contract an offer to
purchase all power generated by a customer’s feed-in
capacity; the tariff available to all solar, wind, fuel cell
and other low-emission sources; the retailer to pay the
customer at the end of each normal billing period any
amount earnt by a customer from the feed-in; providing
that customers can be paid in cash, not just in credits
that are wiped out if not used; providing that customers
feeding into the grid at times of peak demand can
access the higher prices that are available at such times;
offering the potential for payment of a higher rate when
the transmission and distribution savings are greatest,
such as in regional Victoria; applying to feed-in sources
installed anywhere, including businesses, farms,
community organisations and all residential
premises — even vacant land so long as there is a
connection point; and requiring no hidden
cross-subsidy from other consumers.
The government — having put that on its website as
still being part of its policy — has not yet referred any
of these matters to the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission, and it seems to me that such an
inquiry is a minimum prerequisite for the changes to be
made to the feed-in tariff arrangements that are detailed
in this bill that is before us today. The coalition is on
the record as supporting the gross feed-in tariff. When
the Brumby government introduced the premium tariff
scheme in 2009, the coalition talked up its support for a
gross feed-in tariff and criticised the government for
introducing a net feed-in tariff scheme.
At the time coalition members supported boosting
investment in renewable energy sources and supported
indexation or adjustment of the 60 cents per kilowatt
hour tariff. Until the Victorian Competition and
Efficiency Commission has considered these matters,
as the coalition promised the Victorian community, we
on this side do not believe it would be right for the
opposition to support this bill. I hope the minister will
advise the house when this particular coalition
commitment is discharged.
Another concern we have with the proposed legislation
goes to the impact that these measures will have on the
solar electricity industry and the potential loss of jobs.
Notwithstanding the unemployment figures that have
come out today, we are still living at a time of serious
global economic volatility. We always need to keep an
eye on job creation in this state. The government
reassures us in the second-reading speech that the solar
energy industry is going along very well. Lots of

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT (TRANSITIONAL FEED-IN TARIFF SCHEME) BILL 2011
4468

COUNCIL

photovoltaic panels are going up on Victorian rooftops
and we can now afford to reduce the level of additional
support the industry has been receiving to make it more
competitive with fossil fuels.
Not so fast — because industry does not agree. Since
the government announced its intention to slash the
premium solar feed-in tariff for new applicants, the
Clean Energy Council and the Energy Supply
Association of Australia, for example, have called for
the government to hold off making these changes until
VCEC has undertaken a review of the scheme, as the
government promised in its election commitments. The
Clean Energy Council estimates that 1800 jobs could
disappear from the solar industry if the changes are
implemented. It says that putting in place these
transitional arrangements is unnecessary because the
cost to general electricity users is not unduly onerous
when we take into account the significant community
benefit of a strong solar energy industry. That is the
other reason the opposition cannot support the bill, and
we urge the government to hold off implementation of
these measures until we have better information on
taking the next step.
In winding up my contribution I say again — and it is a
point I have made in previous contributions on issues
relating to energy — the government’s approach to the
renewable energy industry is confusing because it
lurches from one position to another. We hear an
astoundingly ferocious attack on the wind industry from
the Minister for Planning, Mr Guy, and then we see an
inept dismantling of the solar feed-in tariff scheme.
Then there was a report on a speech made by the
Premier a few months back when he said Victoria
would abandon its legislated 20 per cent cut in
greenhouse emissions. The Treasurer publicly tied
himself up when he revealed that he did not even
realise these targets were enshrined in Victorian law.
The Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
Ryan Smith, who was responsible for the debacle
concerning the reintroduction of cattle grazing in the
high country, announced that the Climate Change
Act 2010 would be reviewed so that there can be
greater coordination between federal and state-based
greenhouse gas emission reduction schemes. Then there
was last week’s announcement that Greenearth Energy
had secured a $25 million funding agreement with the
Victorian government to progress its geothermal power
project near Geelong.
The government is ricocheting back and forth,
supporting some green energy proposals and carbon
reduction debate proposals but then criticising and
critiquing the federal government’s carbon reduction
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programs and renewable energy in Victoria, such as the
wind and solar industries. It seems to me that the
government is wanting to walk on both sides of the
street, pushing its renewable, green credentials to its
constituents in the leafy suburbs of Melbourne, but then
clipping back real growth in the renewable energy
industry when it impinges on certain non-progressive
interests in other sensitive electorates or where policies
might perhaps start running up against the electrical
transmission and distribution industries. In our view
this legislation needs to be put on hold until the
government honours its election commitment to direct
VCEC to review premium solar feed-in tariff
arrangements and works out a way forward for the solar
industry that will not result in the loss of jobs.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to also place on record my support for the
Electricity Industry Amendment (Transitional Feed-in
Tariff Scheme) Bill 2011, the purpose of which is to
amend the Electricity Industry Act 2000, introduce a
new energy feed-in tariff scheme that will commence
after the premium solar feed-in tariff scheme reaches its
capacity and make other related amendments to the
National Electricity (Victoria) Act 2005 to give effect
to the new energy feed-in tariff scheme.
The Labor Party’s opposition to this bill is pure and
utter political posturing.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! Mr Leane!
Mrs PEULICH — I will get to the substance of it,
but it is timely that Victorians have an opportunity to
benefit from innovation that will hopefully make
energy cheaper for them, given that the carbon tax has
been passed in the federal Parliament with the collusion
of the Labor Party and the Greens.
The Victorian coalition government will introduce a
new transitional feed-in tariff (TFIT) scheme, to replace
the current premium feed-in tariff (PFIT) scheme, for
properties installing rooftop solar panels. Both the
premium solar feed in-tariff scheme and the general
feed-in tariff (GFIT) scheme — known as the standard
feed-in tariff scheme — which operates alongside it,
were established to encourage the uptake of small-scale
solar energy by allowing customers to enter into
contracts with their electricity retailers to receive
payments for excess electricity generated by
small-scale renewable generators at their premises. It
has been made clear that neither of the schemes was
funded by the state government. The GFIT scheme is
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retailer funded; the PFIT scheme, which is now being
replaced, is funded by all customers within a given
distribution area.
The GFIT scheme commenced in 2004 and offered the
same rate of payment for electricity exporters to the
grid as customers pay for electricity consumed from the
grid, typically in the range of 20 to 24 cents per
kilowatt hour. The majority of customers who install
solar photovoltaic roof panels now apply for the PFIT
scheme. It commenced in 2009 and has a much higher
feed-in rate of 60 cents per kilowatt hour. However, the
PFIT scheme was open for customers who installed
individual solar panel systems of 5 kilowatts or less.
The PFIT scheme will reach its statutory cap by the end
of this year, which is well ahead of the time anticipated
when the scheme was established in 2009. The
government announced that the PFIT scheme would be
closed and anticipated that it would be replaced,
without retrospectivity, so that existing customers
receiving the PFIT rate would continue to receive the
rate for the legislated period in the act, which ends in
November 2024.
The new TFIT scheme for properties installing rooftop
solar panels will provide a fair and reasonable incentive
for households to install solar energy systems while a
review of feed-in tariffs is carried out by the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission. This review
of feed-in tariffs was coalition policy. It is expected to
commence later this year and report in the second half
of 2012. The new scheme, as I mentioned before, does
not affect those currently accessing the PFIT scheme.
While the review is being conducted, the transitional
feed-in tariff scheme will provide fair pricing to
households feeding solar power back into the grid while
also supporting the solar panel installation industry.
Unlike many other states that have closed down all
feed-in tariff schemes, Victoria’s TFIT scheme will
provide a more sustainable approach that reduces the
boom and bust cycle for the industry.
The new scheme will mean that more people invest in
rooftop solar panel systems, which will have an average
payback period of 10 years. That is about the same as
was forecast for the PFIT scheme when it was first
introduced. Since the premium scheme was introduced
in 2009, the cost of smaller scale solar systems has
dropped by about 50 per cent and is predicted to
continue to fall. The new TFIT scheme will be
available from 1 January 2012 for all customers with
solar photovoltaic systems of 5 kilowatts or less. The
tariff will be available for five years from the scheme’s
commencement.
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Minister O’Brien, the Minister for Energy and
Resources, has issued a warning to consumers that they
should always be wary of solar installers pressuring
them for a quick decision at the door. It would be
misleading to guarantee new customers access to the
premium rate from now on. If misleading claims are
made regarding access to the premium tariff, the
minister has indicated that those who make the
misleading claims will face severe penalties under
Australian Consumer Law. Misleading and deceptive
conduct can lead to penalties of up to $220 000 for an
individual and $1.1 million for a body corporate.
The scheme has been well received by the broader
community. I will read some industry quotes. The Age
of 2 September 2011 reports:
Australian Solar Energy Society chief executive John Grimes
said the government had made ‘pretty much the right
decision’ compared with NSW …

The National Electrical and Communications
Association was reported in the Surf Coast Times of
6 September 2011 as saying:
… NECA is pleased that the minister has taken on board our
views by introducing a TFIT as this will certainly provide a
softer landing for the solar industry and hopefully ensure its
ongoing viability here in Victoria.

The Bendigo Advertiser of 5 September 2011 says:
… many householders would not be affected by the reduction
in the feed-in tariff because their systems were only big
enough to supply their own household with power with none
to spare.

The Wangaratta Chronicle of 5 September 2011 says:
… Wangaratta-based Steintech Electrical and Solar chief
executive officer, Michael Steinlauf, said it is a positive
move.
He said 25 cents is a good tariff compared to Western
Australia and New South Wales, which have already ended
their solar incentives altogether.
…
‘Looking at our business going into the future, we expect to
get busier,’ Mr Steinlauf said.

Bloomberg New Energy Finance research spokesman
Kobad Bhavnagri was reported in the Age of
6 September 2011 as saying:
… the Victorian government had made a relatively sensible
change to the solar tariff compared with NSW …

Many other positive comments have been made about
this. It is disappointing that the opposition cannot set
aside its desperate attempts to claw some political
advantage as it tries to reassemble and consolidate
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following what would have been a surprising loss for it.
It should get used to it. The opposition’s comeback,
which for the sake of Victoria and Victorians will
hopefully not be too soon, will require that it reconnects
with the community, not just its support base but the
broader community — the swinging voters in swinging
seats and the forgotten voices.

electricity bills by $23 to $47 a year on average —
nearly 500 per cent more than the increase claimed by
the Labor government, which was $5 to $15 a year.
According to the Auditor-General, limited planning,
especially a lack of clarity about how the targets would
be achieved, contributed significantly to those targets
not being met.

This government is committed to providing fair and
sustainable support for the renewable energy industry.
It does not have highfalutin ideas but practical and
implementable initiatives such as this, including rooftop
solar installations. The new transitional feed-in tariff of
25 cents per kilowatt hour has been well received. The
TFIT will provide a payback period of less than
10 years, which was the same as Labor had under the
previous PFIT scheme. Given the dramatic reduction in
the cost of solar panels over the past two years, they are
becoming ever more affordable, with higher rates of
subsidy no longer required. It is a much more
sustainable system, and hopefully more people will be
able to take advantage of it.

Similar limitations are evident in the 2010 solar energy
targets. There was no business case, and there was
certainly no cost-benefit analysis to support the
planning process. Since coming to office, the Victorian
coalition government has taken practical action much
like our federal colleagues in terms of the direct action
plan on climate change. We focused on providing
affordable, reliable and sustainable energy supply,
including subsidising access to energy-efficient
products, doubling the energy saver incentive scheme
target, doubling funding for the energy technology
innovation strategy, developing carbon capture and
storage projects, confirming $50 million for the Silex
solar energy demonstration plant and introducing a new
year-round electricity pricing concession which entitles
eligible concession card holders to 17.5 per cent off
their electricity bills.

Feed-in tariffs are paid by other electricity consumers
through their bills; they are not funded by the state
budget. Given the huge waste of taxpayer funds
through hugely inflated costs of major projects, an
enormous amount of waste and mismanagement by the
former government, the punishing attitude of the
Gillard government on Victorians who dared to vote for
any party but Labor in state elections, the general
decline as a result of global financial circumstances and
the tightening of money, governments right around the
world, including the Victorian government, need to be
very careful about the way they use their money and
manage their costs. Pensioners and householders who
cannot afford solar panels should not subsidise those
who can with an overly generous scheme, and I think
this is the major policy difference: pensioners and
householders who have previously been subsidising
much more expensive schemes for those who are much
better off will be the beneficiaries of this scheme.
The Victorian Auditor-General released a report in
April this year on facilitating renewable energy
development, including the former government’s
proposed large-scale solar feed-in tariff and the former
Victorian renewable energy target scheme. The
Auditor-General stated that a number of the previous
Labor government’s renewable energy policies had
been undermined by poor planning, were proven not to
be effective, and lacked a business case and a
cost-benefit analysis. They were compared with the
bungling of smart meters. The Auditor-General stated
that the Brumby government’s proposed Victorian
large-scale solar feed-in tariff would increase household

We have a very strong record of delivering better
outcomes for the community in practical ways. I urge
the opposition to rethink its strategy, put politics aside
and get behind sensible measures to benefit Victorians.
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
also rise to contribute to the debate on the Electricity
Industry Amendment (Transitional Feed-in Tariff
Scheme) Bill 2011. This bill amends the Electricity
Industry Act 2000 and the National Electricity
(Victoria) Act 2005 to establish a new transitional
feed-in tariff scheme, which is expected to commence
on 1 January 2012. It replaces a successful premium
solar feed-in tariff scheme, introduced by the former
Labor government, which provided a payment of
60 cents per kilowatt hour. That scheme had an expiry
date of 2024, and the standard scheme provided a
one-for-one payment with an indefinite finish date. The
effect of this bill is the locking out of around 90 per
cent of the solar energy generation market by making
solar installations with capacities at up to a
5-kilowatt-hours capacity ineligible for the standard or
general feed-in tariff scheme, leaving access to the
transitional feed-in tariff scheme at a fixed rate of
25 cents per kilowatt hour for a contract period of five
years only.
I wish to make it clear that the opposition opposes this
bill. The bill breaks yet another election commitment
by the Baillieu government, which went to the last
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election with a detailed policy on feed-in tariffs.
Amongst those details was a promise to refer to the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission an
inquiry into a gross feed-in tariff scheme so that it could
report back on the design and implementation of a
market-based gross feed-in tariff scheme. The
government’s policy went on to state that there is
significant community support to provide separately for
the feed-in of power and that any source feeding into
the grid would be able to earn a price based on the
value of the total amount of power fed in, determined
on a basis that is fair and straightforward.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! There was an electronic communication. I
remind all members, observers and others to ensure that
electronic devices are on silent.
Mr TARLAMIS — The government’s policy also
stated that a market-based feed-in tariff scheme should
have a focus on promoting the take-up of lower
emissions generation and that the current premium net
feed-in tariff scheme would remain in place as an
additional option for the time being. Let us compare the
Baillieu government’s pre-election policy and promises
with the actions it is now taking, which are currently
before the house in this bill. As yet the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission has not
received a brief from the government to inquire into the
design and implementation of a gross feed-in tariff
scheme. Despite its promise to maintain the premium
feed-in tariff (PFIT) scheme until a replacement feed-in
tariff scheme is in place, the government has walked
away from this commitment. Rather than promoting the
take-up of lower emissions electricity generation, as
was its policy before the election, the Baillieu
government is killing off the renewable energy industry
in Victoria.
On the net feed-in tariff, we reflect on the position
taken by the government when its members were sitting
on the opposition benches, we will remember that a raft
of MPs — a number of whom are now ministers —
argued strongly for a more generous gross feed-in tariff
to encourage people to use solar power and to deliver
greater use and take-up of renewable energy. So you
can understand the public’s surprise at the
announcement on 1 September by the Minister for
Energy and Resources that this government would
oversee the total abolition of the premium feed-in tariff
scheme, giving consumers and industry only four
weeks notice to put panels on roofs and lodge their
paperwork. In regard to the lodgement of paperwork,
the minister stated in a media release of 1 September
that:

4471

Failure to meet the 30 September deadline will mean people
will not be considered for PFIT.

In the same media release he went on to say:
Given it can take up to several months to complete the
required steps, it is very unlikely that people purchasing a
solar system from today will have enough time to qualify for
the premium rate.

Killing off a scheme in this way clearly highlights the
contempt and disregard this government has for
consumers and the industry. This decision means that
the once-booming solar panel industry in Victoria is
about to experience a significant decline. Since Labor’s
feed-in tariff came into effect 18 months ago the
Victorian industry has installed 70 megawatts of solar
panel generation capacity. As I said earlier, the
premium feed-in tariff scheme was introduced by Labor
and was designed to kick-start small-scale solar energy
generation until the industry was able to compete on
more cost-equitable terms with other energy sources.
People in the 60 cent per kilowatt hour premium
scheme signed up for a 15-year contracted period or
until 2024 to ensure that they had a reasonable period of
time to recoup the value of their investment. By all
accounts it was an efficient and cost-effective scheme.
Unfortunately this bill closes off the successful
premium feed-in tariff to new entrants, blatantly
breaking the Baillieu government’s election
commitment. Thousands of solar panel installers across
the state now face an uncertain future, and this decision
will lead solar companies to abandon plans to invest in
Victoria. The Clean Energy Council has completed
modelling that indicates that scrapping the premium
tariff will cause demand for small-scale solar energy
installations to plummet, and up to 1800 Victorian jobs
are likely to disappear from the industry. That is
1800 more Victorians who are about to become
unemployed.
In effect this decision can only be viewed as the
government strangling the small-scale solar energy
industry by removing assistance from Victorians who
overwhelmingly want to do their bit to reduce their
carbon footprint and create greener jobs, cleaner jobs
and the jobs of the future — jobs which this
government has now said are no longer important. The
vision for Victoria in clean energy and tackling carbon
emissions was established by the Bracks and Brumby
Labor governments. In contrast the Baillieu
government has taken Victoria from being the nation’s
leader in clean energy and tackling carbon emissions to
being a place of uncertainty that has no vision. The
Baillieu government’s actions undermine the
commonwealth government’s aim of developing a
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clean-energy, low-carbon future and, regrettably, will
have a detrimental impact on Victoria’s economy. This
appears to be of no consequence to the government,
which on the face of it is being overtaken by the climate
sceptics among its members, who are singing in unison
with their federal colleagues, the well-known climate
deniers.
It seems the only contribution the Baillieu government
can make to alternative energy is to claim credit for a
Labor-initiated $25 million geothermal project near
Geelong. The only problem is that that funding had
already been announced by the Labor government in
2009. In the last 12 months the Baillieu government has
done next to nothing to protect Victoria’s environment
for future generations. We are pleased the Baillieu
government is still committed to the geothermal
project, but what it now needs to do is develop and fund
other renewable energy projects that will benefit
Victorians, rather than introducing legislation that will
kill off investment in solar energy projects and kill off
investment in wind farms. The introduction of this
legislation is a backward step that highlights that this
government has no plan for renewable energy in
Victoria and no plan for jobs in Victoria.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — It is a very
great pleasure to stand in this chamber this afternoon to
support this bill, because it provides for a very real
chance of relief on the issue of electricity prices. That is
obviously a very good thing indeed. It is a great pity
that the more extreme elements of the Labor Party and
the Greens do not care about what happens to Victorian
families. Members of this house might recall that a few
years back a great deal of noise was generated about
what was best for working families. Remember the
term ‘working families’? The Labor Party lived, died,
breathed and ate for working families. Now its
members could not care less about working families.
The Labor Party does not care that working families
will be sitting around their dinner table late at night
wondering how on God’s earth they are going to pay
their electricity bills. The extreme left will put ideology
first, second and third every time. The lefties are here
today, coming into this chamber crowing all manner of
nonsense about climate change and all the stuff that we
have come to expect from them.
I note that they have not quoted Al Gore, the champion
of climate change, the man who told us that we were
going to be swallowed by the ocean and the man who,
as a result of having made millions of dollars out of
climate change, went and bought a beachside mansion
on Miami Beach. How fair dinkum is he? I would
suggest he is about as fair dinkum as the rest of them.
The only reason that we see all this enthusiasm for the
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carbon tax, carbon credits and all the other nonsensical
things they talk about is that there is a buck in it for
their mates. That is the bottom line. There are a lot of
people making a lot of money out of this climate
change industry. That is something that members
opposite should explain.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane gets very excited when I
talk about these sorts of things. I do not know whether
he has a guilty conscience. Perhaps he does. Perhaps he
is concerned. After all, if we dig really deeply into the
psyche of Mr Leane, we might find some concern for
the working families that the Labor Party used to rabbit
on about ad nauseam. We might remember that during
the debate on the carbon tax earlier this year
Mr Leane’s very good friend and colleague from the
Electrical Trades Union, Dean Mighell, came out and
opposed the carbon tax on the basis that it would put his
members out of work.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Leane might be saying that he is in
Parliament now so it does not matter how many
electricians lose their jobs because he will not be one of
them. That may well be the attitude that he takes, but it
is not good enough. I am here because I care about
people and families. I care about people in the suburbs.
I care about people who are struggling. I care about the
battlers that the Labor Party once cared about.
At least the Greens are consistent. We know they do not
like families. They put it on the record that they do not
like families. They particularly do not like children.
They see families and children as the enemy, because
children and families are causing all the problems in the
world. Every problem that we face as a planet is being
created by children: that is the view of the Greens. They
do not particularly care what happens to working
families, they do not particularly care what happens to
families in the suburbs and they do not particularly care
about those families sitting around late at night
wondering how they are going to pay their electricity
bills. But this government does. This side of the
chamber does care about those people, and this bill is
about easing some of the pressures that they face.
In the federal Parliament earlier this week, after the
passing of the carbon tax bill, we saw all the smirks and
the backslapping from the Greens. Senator Brown and
all his mates were gathered around giving high fives
and carrying on. But let me tell you, among all the
euphoria there was one thing missing: the support of the
Australian people. The Australian people made it very
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clear on every occasion leading up to the passing of this
appalling tax in the federal Parliament on Tuesday that
they do not want this tax. They did not want it, and they
do not want it.
Let us face facts: Julia Gillard would not be Prime
Minister of this country now if she had told the truth. If
she had got up the day before the election last year and
said, ‘There will be a carbon tax under any government
that I lead’, she would not have won the election. She
was elected on a lie, and that lie was legislated on
Tuesday. That is as a direct result of the Labor Party
putting its own political needs ahead of the needs of
average Australians. It is despicable that the Labor
Party would put its own needs ahead of the needs of
those who will find themselves under a great deal of
pressure and in a lot of trouble as a result of this big
new tax on everything that will achieve nothing. We
see one of the chirpies from the left getting up there,
and she might fall off her perch in a minute. We will
find out.
Ms Pulford — Acting President, on a point of order,
the member has spoken extensively about federal
government matters and has not spoken about the bill
that we are debating in the house, so I would urge you
to bring him back to the matter at hand.
Mr FINN — On the point of order, Acting
President, what I am speaking about is electricity
prices, and that is what this bill is about. The basis of
this bill is electricity prices. If I cannot make reference
to what is going to impact on electricity in debate on
this bill, then I think we will take it all back, and I urge
you to recall what Mr Barber had to say when he was
addressing the house: he ranged far and wide on a range
of issues. Once again I come back to that dreadful word
‘precedent’, but one has been set, strangely enough, by
Mr Barber himself.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I have heard enough on the point of order. There
is no point of order. In fact when a similar point of
order was taken by Mr Ramsay against Mr Barber and I
was in the chair I also expressed my view, as I do now
in relation to the matters that Mr Finn has been talking
about, that this bill does raise federal issues in the
context of the debate. I urge Mr Finn to use the time
available to him to return to the bill in the best way he
can, but I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr FINN — Certainly, Acting President. I
appreciate your consistency on this matter. I am deeply
concerned about what is going to happen to this state
and this country over the next few years as a result of
electricity prices going through the roof. We have had
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in this state of Victoria a decided advantage over other
states, and particularly over other nations, as a result of
our ample and relatively cheap electricity supply. Now
with the carbon tax that advantage is gone, and we can
thank our friends from the left — from the Labor Party
and the Greens — for their efforts in making sure that
we are behind the eight ball.
As a result of the actions of the federal government and
its coalition colleagues, the Greens, we will suffer big
time. We will see a lot of businesses looking at their
electricity bills and saying they cannot afford either to
stay in business or to stay in Australia, and they will
shift offshore. Is it any wonder that the Indians and the
Chinese in particular are rubbing their hands together
with glee at what we here in Australia have just done.
They can see the benefits: the jobs that will be lost in
Australia and the jobs that will be pouring into China
and India. They see the economic advantage they will
now have as a result of what our friends from the left
have done over these past couple of weeks. It is a
disgrace.
But this bill does go some way toward helping families.
I just want to reiterate the point that this side of the
chamber is about helping those families. We are talking
about families. They remain the centre of what this state
is all about. Families built this state, and families
remain the centre and focal point of this state. This bill
is about providing lower electricity prices and easing
the pressure of families’ electricity bills, and that has to
be a very good thing. In conclusion, I urge those with a
conscience in the Labor Party and the Greens — and let
us face it, there may not be many in the Greens who are
in that category — who have some concern somewhere
within themselves for ordinary Australians to support
this bill but also to stand up and reject all this nonsense
that has led to the carbon tax.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Barber should get up and publicly
reject the nonsense that his party is built on: this global
warming scam. It is a con. It is a scam. It is something
that the average Australian has woken up to, and I tell
you what: come the next election our friends opposite
are going to wake up to it as well, because it will not be
a very nice thing; they will not have a good election
night. But the people of Australia and the people of
Victoria deserve a better go. With this bill the
government is determined to give the average
Australian a fair go.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I want to
address one thing that Mr Finn stated in his
contribution. He does this quite often. I know it is all
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theatrical, and we take it that way. Mr Finn said the
ALP does not care about families, and I have to rebut
that. The ALP does care about families. I am sure all
members of this chamber would not be here if they did
not care about everyone’s families. I want to start by
rebutting that. I know they are only words thrown
around and do not mean anything, but I would like to
state that we do care about families. So far as the
Electricity Industry Amendment (Transitional Feed-in
Tariff Scheme) Bill 2011 goes, can I make a suggestion
to the government. I note that a lot of press releases
come out after legislation passes through this house and
there is a big red stamp on them that says ‘Policy
implemented’. I suggest the government keep its ink
dry on the stamp for this one, because the policy that
the coalition went to the election with and what it said
on a previous feed-in tariff bill it brought into this house
was that a net feed-in tariff was not good enough.
A net feed-in tariff was not going to encourage the
industry and it was not going to encourage consumers
to invest in solar energy. The government’s argument,
when it was in opposition, was that a net feed-in tariff
was not good enough. The coalition went to the election
with that policy, and part of the policy commitment to
the people of Victoria was that when in government it
would implement a review and maintain the current
feed-in rate during that review. The review would look
to how the government could implement a gross feed-in
tariff, and that is exactly what the coalition committed
to the electorate. Now what the government has
actually done is cut the premium feed-in tariff, which it
said was not good enough, by nearly two-thirds, from
60 cents to 25 cents — so please spare me the ‘Policy
implemented’ stamp.
I know Minister O’Brien said during the debate in the
Assembly that this review will go ahead and be finished
by the end of 2012, but I say to members that the
important thing about having a review is to review first
and then implement the recommendations from the
review. Instead, action is being taken to cut the feed-in
tariff from 60 cents to 25 cents, rather than
implementing a gross feed-in tariff, which is what the
government said it was going to do. I sat and listened to
opposition members arguing one after another that the
net feed-in tariff was not good enough, so spare me the
‘Policy implemented’ stamp.
Although the coalition took this to the electorate, it was
never fair dinkum in implementing it when in
government. The coalition went to the electorate and it
lied to the electorate on this issue, just like it lied when
it said it would make the teachers in Victoria the
highest paid teachers in the country. When the Premier
was taken to task about breaking that commitment
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regarding teachers he said it was a concept and not a
commitment. His weasel words at that time said it was
a concept. It was never a concept, it was a commitment.
It is the same with the 100 extra hospital beds, so the
government can save the ink on that one.
Mr Finn — On a point of order, Acting President, I
am always entertained by Mr Leane’s contributions, but
despite your earlier ruling, he is roaming a little too far
from the topic at the moment. He has just passed the
area of education and is now moving into health, and I
fear transport may be next. I do not see the connection
to the bill at all.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr O’Brien) —
Order! I am conscious of my earlier ruling. It is a broad
debate and some of the language in relation to the
telling of lies was used in general terms. During his
contribution Mr Finn also mentioned federal lies, and I
let that go as I do not think it was directed to a specific
member. The phrase ‘weasel words’ was also used, and
I caution the member that that is getting close to the line
in relation to reflections on a member of the other place,
in this instance the Premier. Having said that, I call on
Mr Leane to return to the bill.
Mr LEANE — Thank you, Acting President. One
of my goals in this chamber is to get Mr Finn to call a
point of order on the relevance of my contribution. It is
amazing.
Getting back to the bill and getting back to a policy that
was formulated and taken to an election, this policy was
formulated at the end of the last Parliament, when the
previous feed-in tariff bill was debated. We heard the
then opposition members say one after another that this
premium rate of 60 cents would not encourage
investments or jobs and that it would not encourage
consumers to go out and buy solar panels. They said it
was not good enough. The position taken by the then
opposition was that there should be a gross feed-in
tariff, which is what was taken to the election.
It was hoped that someone working or investing in the
solar industry, or for that matter someone considering
installing their own personal solar panels on their roof,
would look at this coalition policy and say, ‘I like that
compared to the previous legislation; I may vote for the
coalition based on this commitment’. The problem was
that the coalition hoodwinked them, just like it
hoodwinked them when it said it was going to deliver a
train to the airport, a train to Rowville, a train to
Doncaster and a train to Avalon, and just like it
hoodwinked them when it said it was going to deliver
100 extra hospital beds. It has actually reduced beds at
Box Hill.
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At the end of today this bill will be passed. At the end
of today the 60 cent feed-in tariff for solar will become
25 cents on the implementation date. I understand all
that. I understand that is what will happen, but I am
really looking forward to seeing if the media release
that comes out of Minister O’Brien’s office is stamped
‘Policy implemented’. The government should get a
new red stamp that says, ‘We dogged on this policy’,
and that should be stamped on the media release. At
least that would be honest. That is exactly what the
government is doing today. Government members have
made some interesting statements and put forward
some vague arguments, but the reality is that the
government dogged on this policy. I will not say that
government members are using weasel words, but they
are using a heap of similar expressions. The
government knows that the stamp should say ‘Policy
dogged on’.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms (Teller)
Viney, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I have a
series of questions that relate more to the operation of
the existing scheme that this bill seeks to replace.
Rather than look at the comparable operative sections, I
think we should be able to deal with most of these in
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the purposes clause. I have spoken to members of the
other parties, and I believe that they are amenable to
coming along in that way.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Are
members comfortable with dealing with as much of this
as we can in clause 1? Mr Barber, to continue.
Mr BARBER — This legislation was set up with
the support of all parties in the previous Parliament. In
fact the non-government parties combined to propose a
series of amendments that widened the opportunities
and benefits of the scheme. Ultimately the then
government brought in its own amendments to
implement many of the things that the non-government
parties were asking for. For example, the old scheme —
that is, the one we are seeking to replace here — was
made available to farmers, schools, councils and other
groups that were not purely residential. The system size
that was permitted was also increased. There were
undertakings given at the time that while cash payments
were not required, it was the then government’s view
that most retailers would be willing to make cash
payments under the fee intake — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! There is far
too much background noise and I think there may be
some problems with the microphones. I am struggling
to hear Mr Barber. In the context of the microphones
giving us a bit of trouble, I ask members to reduce the
level of conversation in the chamber.
Mr BARBER — The government has put forward a
number of different rationales for why it is bringing
forward this bill at this time. It has argued that the
previous legislation had a cap. It is our view that there
is no cap; there is simply the option for the minister to
close down the scheme if certain conditions are met.
The government has also argued that the reduced price
of solar panel units means that even under this new
scheme it will still be able to achieve a 10-year
payback. Also, we have heard some statements during
the second-reading debate about the cost of the scheme
to consumers. If those matters do in fact form the
rationale for the new bill that the government is
bringing in, then I think we need to explore that and it
can only be explored in relation to the purposes clause
during the committee stage.
I can also tell you that earlier in the year the Greens
moved a motion in this place in relation to the progress
of this scheme which sought information about the
number of eligible solar panel units, and a question on
notice that we put on the notice paper on 16 August
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requested the minister to give us information — which
he would certainly have had because he had the power
to obtain it under this bill — relating to the number of
qualifying PV (photovoltaic) units, the aggregate
nameplate capacity, the total cost of the scheme, the
current average cost per customer and when they expect
any of the triggers in the bill to be reached.
I received an answer of sorts to that question at the end
of question time today. The answer unfortunately did
not answer any of my questions. That answer itself was
signed off on 4 October, and here we are a month later
with the government putting forward a proposition to
eliminate the old scheme that we just voted for in the
last Parliament and replace it with its new scheme. This
means that up until this point, while the government has
put forward this proposition no-one has had the true
facts behind the operation of the scheme. That is why
we have to ask these questions in committee now, but it
is incredibly disappointing that a government would
want to put forward a change to such an important
scheme without ever wanting the facts to be exposed so
that there could be a proper debate. I have a number of
questions for the minister if it is appropriate to ask them
at this time and if there are no other speakers wanting to
make a presentation.
I would like to ask the minister: what is the number of
qualifying solar energy generating facilities under
section 40FJ of this scheme as we stand now, and what
is the aggregate installed or nameplate generating
capacity of those facilities?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Mr Barber is right in that I did supply
him with an answer to that question. I appreciate the
fact that it did not contain a lot of the empirical data that
he sought, but the obtaining of that particular data is not
able to be undertaken at this time for the reasons
outlined in the answer to the question supplied to
him — that is, section 40FJ requires reporting by
1 November of this year, and that period of time is just
some days past and the collation of that material is to be
completed by 30 November. Therefore we are still
theoretically within the reporting time period. In terms
of the specific numbers and details that are asked about
in the question — that is, the number of qualifying solar
energy generating facilities and the aggregate
nameplate generating capacity of those — that
information is not available until that data, which was
due in on 1 November, is collated.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
principal act that is being amended by this bill says in
section 40FE(2) that the minister may declare the
declared scheme capacity day only if:
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(a) the Minister is satisfied that the aggregate of the installed
or name-plate generating capacity of qualifying solar
energy generating facilities is equal to or greater than
100 megawatts; or
(b) the Minister has estimated that the average cost per
customer of electricity per year arising out of the
operation of the premium solar feed-in tariff scheme is
$10 or more —

with either of those able to become a trigger.
Can the minister tell me if either of those events has
actually occurred?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The sole reason we have this legislation
before the house at this point of time is that the minister
expects that those trigger points will be reached. In
terms of a total capacity of 100 megawatts of electricity
under this particular scheme, it is expected that
100 megawatts of generation capacity will be achieved
by the end of this month.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Does the
minister acknowledge that for the purposes of this
legislation the minister may declare a day under that
subsection, and that therefore means that the minister is
in no way obliged to close the scheme even if those
trigger points are reached?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Yes, that is true.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — We do
not need to have this legislation. The minister does not
have to close the scheme just because it reaches
100 megawatts; any time after that the minister could
close the scheme — it is simply up to the minister.
Right now it is really a minister’s choice to close down
this scheme and make that decision. It is totally in the
hands of the minister to get to the 100 megawatts and
keep going if he wants. We could get to 200 megawatts
if he wanted, and he could continue to closely monitor
the progress of the scheme. There is no cap, as has been
suggested. In relation to subsection (b), which is the
other trigger — that is, the one that says if the scheme is
costing $10 or more per household — can the minister
tell me if that trigger has been reached or if the minister
has a prediction for when that trigger will be reached?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The first thing I want to say is that yes, it
is true, as Mr Barber has said, that there is no absolute
requirement for the minister to close off the scheme, but
I need to point out to the committee again that the
decision to do so at this point of time was made by

ELECTRICITY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT (TRANSITIONAL FEED-IN TARIFF SCHEME) BILL 2011
Thursday, 10 November 2011

COUNCIL

giving due regard to those who bear the cost of this
scheme.
While a premium feed-in tariff is being paid, the
government itself does not pay for that; it is the
customers of the electricity retailers who pay for it. The
cost of any premium feed-in tariff is borne by all
customers of that retailer. It is about striking a balance
between what is fair and reasonable in terms of
encouraging and assisting those who wish to install
solar generation facilities and what is fair and
reasonable for those who bear the costs of others doing
so. It therefore relates to the most recent question asked
of me by Mr Barber about the expectation of when the
$10 per customer ceiling will be reached. I am advised
that at the same time as the 100 megawatts of capacity
is reached it is expected that we are going to be very
close to the $10 per customer trigger as well.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That in
itself is useful information, because the minister has
now told us that when we get to 100 megawatts we
think it will be costing us $10 per customer. Bravo to
those Department of Primary Industries people who
originally made these two projections, because they
seem to have landed one right on top of the other in the
original legislation! However, can the minister tell me
what the current average cost per Victorian customer is
right now?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — Right now I cannot supply that figure
with accuracy to the nearest cent, again because it is a
similar question to a couple of previous questions that
Mr Barber asked and aspects of his question on notice.
The reporting period is up until 1 November, but the
collation of that reported material, which would enable
me to answer that question with a greater deal of
accuracy, has simply not been done yet.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — If we
cannot be super accurate, I would be happy to receive
any information. Up to the date of when the minister
last obtained usable data, what does he believe has been
the total cost of the operation of this scheme so far?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The advice I have received is that with
the best information available it is expected that the
100-megawatt notional trigger point for the termination
of this scheme will be reached by the end of November.
I do not have in my possession any interim data with
respect to that, so I am trusting of that advice provided
to me by the department.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In terms
of the 100 megawatts, we have access to the data from
the federal regulator, and we know almost on a monthly
basis how many PVs there are in Victoria. We do not
know exactly how many of those people are claiming a
payment under this tariff, but the government must
have some information about the cost of this scheme.
That information comes from the retailers, who pay the
money to those people who have solar panels in their
area. In a minute we are going to get onto the
government’s claim that there will be a 10-year
payback under its new scheme. There is a whole series
of inputs that has to go into that assessment. I really
want to know how much money has been paid to
people, at any given date that the minister may have
information from, to run the scheme to the point that we
have got it to now. That way we can go back and look
at how many solar panels were in operation and we can
work out the average cost to the taxpayer of running
this scheme.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I will just seek some advice.
I am in a position where I cannot give Mr Barber
further specific advice on that. The only advice I can
give is that the informal data and feedback from the
retailers is that this figure is getting close, but until the
1 November data which was required to be submitted is
collated I cannot be any more specific than that.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — On a
related topic, the minister, by press release on
1 September announcing this new direction, said that
the estimate was that the simple payback rate of solar
panels under his newly designed proposal — the one
we are being asked to vote on — would be around
10 years. It seemed that this was part of the rationale for
the legislation — that is, 10 years was an acceptable
payback and he would therefore design the new scheme
in order to achieve a 10-year payback. To make the
claim, which is really the basis of the whole reason for
bringing in this bill, that at a certain level of costs, the
minister argues, there will not be a major reduction in
the benefit of PVs and therefore there will not be a
major hit to the PV industry, the minister must have had
some assumptions and must have had some useful data.
We flogged this out last time in the debate about a gross
feed-in tariff versus a net feed-in tariff and a whole
range of other issues, and there were many different
assumptions put forward by the then government about
the operation of photovoltaics. Those assumptions were
questioned by many advocates for a gross feed-in tariff.
The current government’s policy, as we have heard,
was to have an inquiry into a gross feed-in tariff. I
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cannot believe the minister has made the claim he has
in relation to the 10-year payback under the new
scheme that he has just designed without him bringing
into it some of the data he has obtained from the
operation of this scheme. If he is not using real-world
data to make his claim of a 10-year payback, then we
are in even more trouble.
The set of assumptions behind the minister’s 10-year
payback claim are something I would like to hear more
about. I would like to hear from the minister at the table
about the following things, because I believe those
assumptions would have included them: the capital cost
in dollars per watt; the likely contribution of the
renewable energy credits, the so-called small-scale
technology certificates, and any multiplier that has been
applied to those; the modelled electricity price at the
end of five years, when this scheme cuts out; the
discount rate applied; the relevant panel system sizes;
and the percentage of power that is likely to be exported
and therefore attract the 25-cent, formerly 60-cent,
target. Is the minister at the table able to tell me
anything about any of those assumptions that the
Minister for Energy and Resources used when making
the claim of a 10-year payback?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The answer is yes, at least in part; I can
help Mr Barber with some aspects of the question. The
advice I have received is that the Department of
Primary Industries (DPI) has calculated that the 25-cent
transitional feed-in tariff will on average have a
payback period of 10 years. This is based upon an
installation of a 1.5-kilowatt solar PV system.
DPI has met with the Alternative Technology
Association (ATA) to discuss the difference in the
calculation results between the department and the
association. DPI advises that the key difference is the
assumption of the net cost of installing a solar PV
system and the export ratio. DPI’s calculations are
based on a 1.5-kilowatt system with a net system cost
of around $4600. DPI assumes an export ratio of 30 per
cent. I am advised that the ATA calculations are based
on higher costs and a lower export ratio.
DPI is in contact with the ATA and other industry
participants to make sure that customers have access to
all the information they need up-front to make an
informed decision suited to their circumstances. If
people choose to buy a system with a different system
cost, that will affect the payback period. There are a
couple of figures there which Mr Barber will find
helpful in terms of how the payback period of 10 years
has been calculated by DPI.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Does the
30 per cent export rate come from the department’s
knowledge of the operation of this scheme to date, or is
it just simply a number that has been picked for the
purposes of an analysis?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I am advised that the 30 per cent figure
comes from discussions with suppliers who indicate
that a 30 per cent export ratio is a reasonable
expectation, given the experience over the last few
years.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This
comes from the difficulty of not actually having the
information about the operation of the scheme that the
government proposes to shut down. In my view there is
no urgency to shut it down; the minister can keep the
scheme operating for as long as he wants and he can
bring legislation forward to change it whenever he
needs to. The minister at the table has informed me that
information has been obtained up to 1 November — it
is just that it has not yet collated it. The government
seems to want all of us to legislate in the dark, and I
find that particularly unacceptable. If the government is
working off 1.5 kilowatts and a 30 per cent export rate,
then that is very close to the lowest of the scenarios the
ATA worked on, which achieved an 11-year payback
rate. But for all other configurations of systems that
people are purchasing, according to the federal
government figures — that is, 2 kilowatt systems,
3 kilowatt systems or lesser export rates — we are
achieving dramatically worse results than a 10-year
payback. The government seems to have just picked the
one scenario that would get it as close as possible to a
10-year payback period. Are there other scenarios of
different export rates and different panel unit sizes and,
if so, what were the paybacks achieved on those?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The reason 1.5-kilowatt systems were
chosen for the economic modelling is because, as I am
informed, that is the average size of solar panel systems
that households choose to purchase and install and
because 1.5-kilowatt systems were the same-sized
capacity systems that were used for the previous
estimations of return under the old system. I cannot
give the member an absolute guarantee as to whether
modelling was done on larger capacity systems.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I dispute
the minister’s last statement that 1.5 kilowatts is the
average. In fact from observing the data for Victoria for
the recent systems, which we have from the federal
government through the Office of the Renewable
Energy Regulator, it is evident that people are going for
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the larger systems, and many people have been
surprised by that. It is, of course, a function of a net
feed-in tariff that the larger your system, the more you
are likely to export. That is why it is a great shame that
we have not had proper scrutiny of the gross feed-in
tariff analysis that was offered by the government as
part of its election policy, because that would have been
done on the basis of real data, not just what has been
thrown out in a press release.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Is the
government still committed to a gross feed-in tariff
scheme? The second part of that question is: is the
government still committed to the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission review that
was foreshadowed in the government’s election policy
and, if so, when is this to occur?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — The government is committed to a
feed-in tariff scheme. That is why we have legislation
before us here today in the form that it is. And yes, I
can confirm that the government still intends to use the
Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission to
undertake a review of the tariff scheme. There is a
ministerial press release from the Minister for Energy
and Resources dated 26 August, which says:
As the Department of Primary Industries website states: ‘The
state government plans to request a review of feed-in tariffs,
to be carried out by the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission (VCEC). Results are expected in 2012’.

That is a direct quote from the website.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — The Clean
Energy Council has indicated that 30 to 40 cents per
kilowatt hour would have ensured that jobs were secure
and that industry would continue to expand. Given this
information from the sector, why has the government
settled on 25 cents per kilowatt hour?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — There are varying views as to whether
setting 25 cents as compared to 35 cents to 40 cents will
have a material impact on the number of jobs and the
number of people choosing to install solar panels. In
briefing notes here I have press cuttings which favour
Ms Pulford’s argument and others that have the
contrary view. I will not go through all those.
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and therefore a return on that additional cost, was that
about a 10-year payback was seen to be reasonable for
both those who were making use of the scheme and
those who are contributing to the cost of the scheme —
that is, everybody else who does not have solar panels.
So it is that a 10-year payback scheme was modelled as
appropriate. It has obviously worked very well, when
the expectation was that the premium feed-in tariff
scheme might last for the best part of 9, 10 or more
years. As I think Ms Pulford said, it was 15 years for
the premium solar feed-in tariff which still exists, and
those customers on that will continue to be paid that
rate right through until 2024. Those particular
conditions were struck with the expectation that there
would be a 10-year payback.
Again, the modelling undertaken by the government, at
25 cents per kilowatt hour for the periods of time and
with the trigger points elaborated and outlined in the
second-reading speech and reflected in the legislation,
shows that a 10-year payback will still be achieved.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Could the
minister elaborate further on the modelling and
particularly the extent to which work has been done by
the department to understand the impact on jobs in this
sector in Victoria?
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — As I said, the expectation is that if we can
produce a scheme that delivers the same 10-year
payback benefit to consumers, then we would not
expect that there will be any material difference in jobs
and activity in this sector between what has happened
in the past under the current scheme and what we
expect to happen under this proposed scheme.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I do not
have any questions. I have been asking questions about
this all year, I have brought the issue forward for
debate, and I have put questions on notice. I have not
been given answers. We cannot get the relevant
information that we need to test the government’s
claims here today. We have heard that there is no
urgency because the minister always has in his pocket
the ability to declare the scheme closed, at any time of
his choosing, and of course to bring this bill forward for
a further vote. I therefore move:
That progress be reported.

What I will say goes to some of the questions and to the
answers I have been trying to give Mr Barber. With
respect to the modelling of this scheme, it was first
struck by the previous government as a premium
feed-in tariff scheme. It was structured at such a level
that the expectation, in terms of the cost of installation

I do so in order that when the committee considers the
bill in a future sitting week we and the community we
represent can be fully informed about the details of the
legislation we are being asked to vote on.
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Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I want to argue against reporting progress
on this bill. While Mr Barber says it is totally a matter
for the minister to make a decision about whether the
current scheme is altered or terminated and a new solar
feed-in tariff scheme is put in place, which is what this
legislation does, that needs to be considered in terms of
the context of who pays for this scheme. If, as is
expected, this scheme is fully subscribed to the tune of
100 megawatts of production, then beyond that the
consumers bear what this Parliament has considered to
be an unfair cost on or contribution from all those who
are not the beneficiaries of this scheme.
These decisions have been taken based on the best
information available, without all that data being
available on 1 November and therefore being collated.
If the committee defers further consideration of this bill,
it will put at risk, by way of their electricity bills, the
vast majority of electricity consumers in this state who
are not the direct beneficiaries of this scheme. We
believe that this scheme strikes the right and
appropriate balance and that consumers who are able
and wish to participate will get the benefit without
inflicting undue cost on all the other electricity
consumers in this state. As I said, we believe that this
legislation has been struck on consideration of the best
advice available and in consideration of what is fair for
consumers. Therefore we oppose reporting progress at
this time.
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — Labor
Party members will support Mr Barber’s motion. We
do so because this house is meant to provide scrutiny.
Mr Hall has been here for 23 years in various
capacities, so I think he knows as well as anybody that
it is unsatisfactory for members when questions are
asked and there is no response. Reporting progress on
the bill will allow more time. I understand that the bill
does not come within Mr Hall’s portfolios and that he is
representing another minister. Therefore Mr Barber’s
motion is most appropriate, because it will enable
Mr Hall to come back to the committee with that
information so that the committee can be in a more
informed position.
We on this side lament that in this Parliament on every
single occasion when anyone who is not on the
government benches has sought either to refer
legislation to a legislation committee which the
government controls or to report progress so that there
can be more scrutiny, the government has rejected that.
It has done that without exception in this Parliament.
Whether it be the arrogant comments of Mr Dalla-Riva
earlier this week that government members have a
mandate and therefore they can do what they like, or
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the more measured tones of Mr Hall, with his Hall
doctrine, what we see constantly is that this house is a
rubber stamp and therefore it meets the government’s
time lines. Mr Barber’s motion is measured and
reasonable and the Labor Party will support it.
Committee divided on motion:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs (Teller)
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Motion negatived.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — It is
regrettable that we were not able to report progress
given that there are some unanswered questions, but
now that we are back here I just have one final matter
that I would seek clarification on from the minister. It
has been brought to my attention that there are a
number of people who signed contracts prior to the
government’s announcement on 1 September about the
change to a feed-in tariff scheme but did not have all
aspects of their installation finalised by 30 September.
It appears to me from the minister’s comments in the
second-reading speech that it was never the
government’s intention to trap people between two
schemes, but my electorate office has brought to my
attention the fact that this has occurred in a number of
cases, and I hazard a guess that other members would
have people who have been similarly affected in their
constituencies.
Mr Philip Davis, in response to my question on this
matter in the second-reading debate, indicated that
people in this situation could contact the Department of
Primary Industries for a case-by-case consideration of
their circumstances, but I would like to take the
opportunity during the committee stage to ask the
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minister to confirm that this is the case and perhaps
comment on that issue.
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Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I thank Ms Pulford for her questions.
Yes, I can make some comments which I hope will be
helpful for some of her constituents. Let me say first of
all that in any scheme changeover there is obviously a
desire to avoid anybody being inadvertently
disadvantaged. That is why we believed the
announcement on 1 September for people to have
paperwork in by 30 September, given, as I have said
today, that an expected closure when the scheme
reached 100 megawatts by the end of November, gave
a two-month time period in which at least most people
who had made a genuine effort to make the decision to
use solar power would be accommodated and given a
proper warning.

Third reading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher Education
and Skills) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I thank members for their contributions towards what
has been a good debate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 21

That is why there was an announcement on
1 September which stated that solar installers needed to
have lodged the following forms with customers’
electricity suppliers: the solar connection form, the
electrical work request and a certificate of electrical
safety. Customers would also need to have agreed to a
premium feed-in tariff contract with their electricity
retailer. That was the paperwork.
The actual physical connection and the switch-on, I
suppose, of the technology may not have been in place
by the time all the paperwork needed to have been
lodged. I think that would have accommodated most
people and stopped many being caught in the middle.
But as my colleague Mr Davis has said, if there are
case-by-case circumstances, then the department is
happy to consider those particular cases. If people have
genuinely been disadvantaged and through no fault of
their own have made a decision and been caught by the
changeover to the scheme, they will be given
consideration on a case-by-case basis.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for that response. I am no technician, but I
believe people in this circumstance have been unable to
complete the paperwork because some of it relates to
the final installation and the signing off of that final
installation. It is not possible to complete the paperwork
before completing the installation, and if appropriately
qualified technicians are not available to do the
installation, that has been the cause of the delay in the
cases that have been brought to my attention. I will
point them in the direction of that process through the
department.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 25 agreed to.

Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Noes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr (Teller)
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

SENTENCING AMENDMENT
(COMMUNITY CORRECTION REFORM)
BILL 2011
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question on clause 1 of the bill — and I raised this
briefly during the second-reading debate — is about the
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Attorney-General anticipating in his second-reading
speech that the bill will lead to a reduction in sentences
of imprisonment, with advantages such as the
promotion of rehabilitation of offenders and
maintaining family ties. I am interested in this point
because bills previously before us during this session
have been about reducing non-custodial options, such
as suspended sentences, home detention et cetera. This
bill completely rearranges the non-custodial options —
community-based orders, combined custody and
treatment orders, intensive correction orders
et cetera — and rolls them into one. The minister
suggests this will lead to a reduction in imprisonment,
whereas the rationale for the other bills was to make
sure that people do go to prison, but that will lead to an
increase in imprisonment. I am wondering whether the
Department of Justice or the minister has done any
work on what sort of a reduction in imprisonment will
result from this new sentencing bill.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Before I
move on to that, I seek leave for Mr O’Brien to join me
at the table.
Leave granted.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Firstly, it is
about returning truth to sentencing. As members would
be aware, a range of sentencing reforms have already
been put through the Parliament to abolish suspended
sentences and home detention. This is the third reform
in that series and introduces a comprehensive
community correction order (CCO), which replaces the
current semi-custodial and community-based sentences.
The advice I have received is that the reforms contained
in the bill will replace all the current semi-custodial and
community-based sentences with the new CCO. The
new CCO will have a maximum length of two years. In
the Magistrates Court and the High Court a CCO will
have the same maximum length as the maximum
period of imprisonment for the relevant offence. The
standard terms of every CCO will include that a person
not reoffend, not leave Victoria without permission and
report to a community corrections officer.
Another thing I thought would be important to outline
is that at least one optional condition — and they are
referenced in clause 21 — must be contained in the
order. A statement was made in the second-reading
speech about the options. The optional conditions
include: unpaid community work of up to 600 hours;
curfews of up to 12 hours per day for up to six months;
and place or area exclusions — an offender may be
ordered not to enter or remain in a specified place or
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area. Further optional conditions include:
non-association conditions that ban association or
contact with any specified person or specified class of
person; residence restrictions or exclusions where an
offender may be ordered to live at a specified address or
not live at a specified address; and bans on entering
licensed premises where offenders will be banned from
some licensed premises completely, while they may be
permitted to enter other types of licensed premises with
certain conditions.
The optional conditions also include: a specified
supervision period at the start of the CCO, during
which the offender is subject to intensive supervision
by Community Correctional Services where the
supervision period would operate immediately
following sentencing, when offenders are at the greatest
risk of reoffending; rehabilitation and treatment
conditions that involve at least one activity specified in
the order, including alcohol and drug treatment and
mental health, violence or other offence-specific
programs as specified by the court in the order or as
directed by Corrections Victoria; judicial monitoring,
which may enable courts to supervise an offender
during the term of the CCO to review his or her
compliance with the order; and a bond condition, where
the offender pays an amount of money to the court as a
bond.
I have outlined a whole range of options. I want to be
very specific about the optional conditions, at least one
of which is in addition to the standard terms of the
CCO. There is now a whole raft of opportunities for a
court not to impose a term of imprisonment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think I knew all that. I asked whether the department or
the minister has looked at any estimate or done any
work. The minister suggests this will lead to a reduction
in imprisonment. How much of a reduction in
imprisonment? For example, as was mentioned by
Mr Pakula in his contribution to the second-reading
debate, the budget papers estimate that there will be an
increase in reoffending. That does not seem to gel with
what the minister is saying about one of the aims of this
bill, which is to reduce imprisonment, which I am in
favour of doing. I would like to know how he can make
that claim, what work has been done and what the
estimated reduction in imprisonment is that this new
regime of non-custodial correction orders will bring
about.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I may just ask
for clarification, because in leading into the discussion
Ms Pennicuik mentioned the second-reading speech.
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Could Ms Pennicuik point to what she was referencing
that forms the basis of her follow-on questions?

imprisonment that this new regime will bring about? I
am very interested in that issue.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
sorry, but when I said ‘second-reading speech’ I meant
‘statement of compatibility’. If the minister looks at the
section entitled ‘Human rights considerations’ and goes
about halfway down that, he will see a paragraph that
reads:

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank the
member. I just wanted to get clarification on where we
were heading. Clearly the government has looked at
what the impact on prisons and the courts will be. In
line with the recommendations of the Sentencing
Advisory Council, these reforms are designed to reduce
the use of suspended sentences by providing
community-based alternatives. In terms of supporting
these reforms the government will spend $72.4 million
over four years to strengthen the capacity of
Corrections Victoria to monitor and supervise offenders
within the community. On the advice we have, the
Victorian prison system is at capacity for those who
require imprisonment. For others this will provide
tough community-based options designed to improve
rehabilitation outcomes and reduce reoffending within
the community.

The purpose of the CCO conditions is to allow a court greater
flexibility to impose a less restrictive order than imprisonment
where appropriate, potentially leading to a reduction in
sentences of imprisonment with advantages such as the
promotion of the offender’s rehabilitation and the
preservation of family and community ties.

Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Ms Pennicuik
was referencing Hansard, and we are trying to
reference it against the original statement of
compatibility document.
I refer Ms Pennicuik to the second-reading speech, just
before the heading ‘Structure of the CCO’. That is on
page 2 of 6 of the second-reading speech, which my
learned colleague will pass to Ms Pennicuik.
Ms Pennicuik — I have it.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Ms Pennicuik has it.
It says here:
Instead of using the legal fictions of imposing a term of
imprisonment that is suspended or served at home, the courts
will now openly sentence offenders to jail or, where
appropriate, use the CCO to openly sentence the offender to a
community-based sentence. Unlike the CCTO —

which is the combined custody and treatment order —
and ICO —

which is the intensive correction order —
which are technically sentences of imprisonment, the CCO is
a community-based sentence. There is no legal fiction
involved. The CCO can be combined with a jail sentence, but
it will not pretend to be one.

Basically, as outlined in the second-reading speech, the
CCO is a transparent sentence that can be understood
by everyone in the community. Truth in sentencing
means that when you are sentenced to a term of
imprisonment, you are sentenced to jail under our
reforms.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
guess the minister is not going to answer my question
or take the question on notice, which is: has the
department done any estimate of the reduction in

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Could the minister repeat the amount of money he said
was being allocated to Corrections Victoria to assist
with the transition to what will be the new act?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — In 2010–11
the Department of Justice received funding of
$72.4 million over four years to strengthen the capacity
of Corrections Victoria to supervise offenders in the
community. I think it is important that rather than going
where you may be heading, which is to ask whether
there will be an evaluation of the bill’s impact — —
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — See? I used to be a
mind reader, but I saw no future in it.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — But you could go into
comedy instead!
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Thank you,
Mr Pakula.
Corrections Victoria will oversee an evaluation that will
analyse the impact of the community correction order,
the CCO, and measure stakeholder confidence in the
strengthened CCS (Community Correctional Services)
service delivery model. It will monitor the number of
offenders being managed through CCOs, the impact on
order completion rates and the outcomes of offenders
managed under the new CCS intensive case
management model. The evaluation will identify how
the strengthened CCS service delivery model has
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impacted on and slowed the growth in prisoner
numbers. The government will monitor impacts on
sentencing practices and procedures. As I said, the
evaluation will identify how the strengthened CCS
service delivery model has impacted on and, we
anticipate, slowed the growth in prisoner numbers.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
want to go back to the $72.4 million over four years the
minister referred to in the answer he gave to the
preceding question. I think the commentary he gave
before that was along the lines of there being a
reduction in the use of suspended sentences and
$72.4 million will be provided over four years for
corrections officers or community correction orders. Is
that $72.4 million over four years therefore the current
estimate of the difference in the spending between what
the government would spend if the offenders were on
suspended sentences versus what it will spend with
them on community correction orders? Is that an
accurate reflection of what that $72.4 million is?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that, no, it was a budget allocation for part of the
strengthening of the capacity of the new CCOs or for
part of the CCO funding. Remember all the other orders
are going into one CCO. As I indicated earlier, we
moved the abolition of suspended sentences through the
house, and we abolished home detention. CCTOs and
ICOs will now fall into the new CCO introduced by this
bill.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
understand that much, but there have always been
community-based orders of some form or another. Is
this an extra $72.4 million over four years or is it
money that is taken from elsewhere?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Yes, it is an
extra $72.4 million on top of the existing funding.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Going back to my earlier question, is it not then the
case that what the department has assessed as the
current estimate is that community correction orders
will cost $72.4 million over the next four years than it
has previously and that is money that is not currently
being spent because those offenders would be on
suspended sentences or other things that are by
definition less costly to government? Is that right?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice I
have is that when we went to the election we were very
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clear in our commitment to significant reform of
community-based sentences. That is no secret. We
made that commitment in a press release on
23 November. I will read from the press release, which
says the government will be:
… providing our courts with a broad range of strong and
effective new powers to ensure offenders repay the
community for the harm they have done.

The press release outlines our election commitment to
bring in:
… a single, flexible community correction order (CCO)
delivering tougher, common-sense sentences targeted directly
at both the offender and the offence.

Part of that commitment was additional money to
strengthen community-based sentences in addition to
removal of suspended sentences and removal of home
detention, which was never any secret in the broader
community. It was all part of the overall package. The
$72.4 million is to strengthen the package and allow
greater management of this new regime.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
accept all that, and that is why, with the sentencing bill,
the home detention bill and this bill, the opposition did
not oppose the passage of those bills. We
acknowledged that they were items that the government
campaigned on. All I am seeking to have the minister
confirm is that the cost of doing away with suspended
sentencing and home detention and beefing up
community correction orders as he describes it, is
$72.4 million over four years.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I just wanted
some clarification from the advisers, because obviously
home detention is now removed.
Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — We passed the
legislation here to abolish home detention, so I guess in
that regard there are savings here, there will be savings
elsewhere and there will be savings in terms of the
management of some of the other orders. Obviously
there will also be a cost impost in terms of additional
enforcement for our election commitment. In terms of
the money, yes, it is allocated for that, but I am sure
there will be savings elsewhere because it is just the
nature of some of the legislative changes.
As was indicated, what also cannot be forgotten is that
through the management and reduction of recidivism
and through the options of more involved management
orders, there will be savings made by the reduction of
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crime not only in terms of a dollar figure but also in
terms of resources, police, courts and so on. There will
also be savings in terms of the community knowing that
when a person is sentenced to jail, that person is going
to jail. If they are sentenced to a community correction
order, that will be managed better and more effectively
than perhaps such orders have been managed in the
past, and there will be a lot more opportunity for
Corrections Victoria to manage the programs into the
future.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Back
to the evaluation that the minister mentioned
Corrections Victoria will undertake, I would like to
know whether it is planned to include so-called
stakeholders in that evaluation, such as the Law
Institute of Victoria, the Federation of Community
Legal Centres, Youthlaw, the Human Rights Law
Centre et cetera. Also, what time frame is attached to
that evaluation, and will there be a report to the
Parliament over and above what might be reported in
the annual report of Corrections Victoria?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I am advised
that it will be ‘the usual consultation with the
stakeholders’, so I gather that will include some of
those organisations that you have identified. It would,
as I said earlier, analyse the impact of the orders,
measure stakeholder confidence in the service delivery
model and look at the number of offenders being
managed through the orders, the impact of the order
completion rates and the outcomes of offenders
managed under the new management model.
I did seek clarification as to whether there would be a
separate body that would conduct that evaluation. My
understanding is that the review or evaluation would be
conducted internally. I can imagine that there would be
a process and that if it were an internal evaluation, it
would not be tabled in Parliament. However, as was
rightly pointed out by Mr O’Brien, legislation passed
recently in this place allows input to be made to the
Sentencing Advisory Council by members of the
police, victims of crime and additional people. There
will be continuing evaluation, but in terms of
Ms Pennicuik’s specific question, I asked the advisers
and was informed that it would be conducted initially
internally and through the various stakeholders.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister would be aware that I have complained about
internal reviews by Corrections Victoria for a long time
in that they do not become public. We rely on the
department to say if the review found that something
was successful or not successful, but the review is not
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made public. I would encourage the department and the
minister to be a bit more open and transparent when the
non-custodial regime is being completely changed.
I want to raise one more issue regarding the funding for
the new regime. I mentioned in the second-reading
debate that I had received some correspondence from
Youthlaw which said, amongst other things, that if
these orders are to work properly for young offenders,
including mentally impaired, intellectually disabled and
drug and alcohol-affected young people, there needs to
be a concentrated effort on youth and young adults. I
would like to hear what Corrections Victoria will put in
place in that respect.
This point was also raised in the Sentencing Advisory
Council’s report: when you are looking at young adults
with complex problems and people with mental health
issues, community-based orders with a lot of conditions
are very hard for them to comply with. That cohort of
people — young people with mental health issues and
people with drug and alcohol issues — is most likely to
breach those orders. There are issues with the severe
consequences for breaching the orders in this bill. I
want to know what is being put in place by Corrections
Victoria to anticipate these issues in relation to young
offenders and young adults.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I accept the
concerns expressed by Ms Pennicuik; certainly it is a
difficult situation. Obviously the appropriate sentence
for the offence committed would be determined by the
court. Obviously a sentence that would justify a jail
term would be a jail term under our new regime.
However, one great thing about this bill is that it now
allows courts to choose to impose a CCO, for example,
on an offender who is at risk of jail but who can be
dealt with appropriately within the community. The
CCO is now broad enough — I outlined all those
conditions earlier on — to allow onerous conditions to
be placed on a person who is permitted to remain in the
community. The CCO can then provide opportunities
for rehabilitation whilst still constituting punishment
and protecting the community. It provides judges with a
strong and flexible sentencing tool so that they can
respond directly to the offender and the offending
behaviour. Judges can use the CCO to impose a range
of restricted optional conditions such as curfews, place
or area exclusion and non-association conditions as
well as bonds.
My view and the view of the government is that this
will allow greater opportunity for sentencing judges to
give the appropriate sentence to a person who is at risk
of jail but who can be appropriately dealt with in the
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broader community. When I was the spokesperson for
corrections one of my concerns was the level of
recidivism. I was always of the view that there needed
to be better options than jail, and I think this CCO
provision will allow for that. But having said that, jail
will mean jail; we cannot get away from that. At least
there are a lot more sentencing options for judges, and
the issue of additional money that Mr Pakula raised will
in turn allow for a greater case-management type of
process through Corrections Victoria.
As to Ms Pennicuik’s specific feelings about
Corrections Victoria, obviously there are mechanisms
for dealing with complaints through the Ombudsman
and the like. Mr Pakula says there are issues about
Corrections Victoria and raises complaints about some
areas There are other options, and I wanted to cover
that.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — To
clarify my question, it is about whether Corrections
Victoria is cognisant of the fact that given there are a
range of conditions — and I agree with the minister that
we all hope this will lead to fewer offenders serving
time in prison and on community correction orders —
there are some onerous conditions. The point I make is
that young adults, people with mental health issues and
people with drug and alcohol problems often find it
difficult to comply with those conditions. As identified
by Youthlaw and the Sentencing Advisory Council it is
that cohort of people who most often breach their
conditions because of the chaos in their lives. They
need more monitoring and support from corrections. I
ask whether the department has anticipated that and
made plans for it in amongst its $72 million?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The answer is
yes. In clause 21 there are treatment and rehabilitation
conditions that allow targeted responses to underlying
issues, including youth issues, which are listed in the
bill. To constitute the treatment and rehabilitation
condition the court must specify at least one of the
following conditions: assessment and treatment,
including testing, for drug abuse or dependency;
assessment and treatment, including testing, for alcohol
abuse or dependency; assessment and treatment at a
residential facility for withdrawal from or rehabilitation
for alcohol or drug abuse or dependency; medical
assessment and treatment, including but not limited to,
general or specialist medical treatment, or treatment in a
hospital or residential facility; mental health assessment
and treatment, including but not limited to,
psychological, neuropsychological, psychiatric
treatment in a hospital or residential facility; programs
aimed at addressing factors relating to the offending;
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and any other treatment and rehabilitation that the court
considers necessary or desirable, including but not
limited to, employment, educational, cultural and
personal development programs that are consistent with
the purpose of the condition. To be clear, that is
contained in new section 48D, headed ‘Treatment and
rehabilitation condition’, inserted into the act by
clause 21 at page 35 of the bill.
As I said previously, there is extra funding to
Community Correctional Services, which includes
more funding to programs. CCS is to work with
program providers to have appropriate programs
available to young offenders. For example, there is the
YMCA Bridge Project, which falls within my portfolio
responsibility. I have seen young people who have been
in jail who have no support mechanism once they come
out. They are in no-man’s-land, so to speak. Those are
the types of programs that will pick up young offenders
so they are able to engage in meaningful, long-term,
sustainable employment. It does work; the recidivism
rate is around 2 per cent. There is a huge success rate in
terms of offenders never seeing jail again. Those are the
types of things that really work. It is a change, and I
think it is a change for the better.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
take it as a rhetorical question then that the department
is aware it may need to put more resources into this
area. I am aware of the other provisions of the bill and
that what the minister has been talking about is
post-release from prison. I am talking about monitoring
the CCOs, but we can move on.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! It would be
better if we did this a little more formally than just
chatting across the table.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Deputy
President, I need to take that up because this is a new
regime that has been well thought out by the
government and Corrections Victoria. It is not
necessarily something that has been around before. A
lot of it is new and will apply to the CCOs — not
necessarily to imprisonment but to the CCO program.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think I am pretty across what it is, what it changes and
what it keeps the same. Some things we kept the same,
but in his earlier overview of the bill the minister
mentioned one of the things that does change in that a
community corrections order has eligibility criteria and
core conditions, and every one of them has to have at
least one of the optional conditions under new
section 48 contained in clause 21 of the bill. Previously
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a community-based order did not have to have any
conditions imposed other than not reoffending, not
leaving the state — and I forget what the other one was.
It was complying with something the secretary said.
Mr Drum interjected.
Ms PENNICUIK — I say to Mr Drum that I speak
from memory. That is a very low-level
community-based order. It is just above having a fine
imposed. I am concerned about the gap between a fine
and a CCO with one of those so-called optional
conditions. The fact is it is not optional to not have one
of them; you have to have at least one of them. I am
concerned about how that is going to work. People will
have to have a condition applied to them, whereas
under the existing regime they would not have a
condition applied to them. That means that the actual
sentence imposed, even though it is still non-custodial,
is more onerous than what currently exists under the
community-based order. I am wondering about the
philosophy behind that.
There is no reason why the community correction order
could not comprise both the core and optional
conditions that the court may or may not choose to
impose. Under this bill it has to impose one of them,
but under the previous regime a community-based
order did not have to have one of those conditions. I am
saying that this makes things more onerous for very
low-level offenders.
I can see the advisers waving around bits of paper.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — There is this
underlying assumption that if conditions are applied, it
becomes more onerous. We went to the election with
the opportunity to give teeth to community-based
sentences. One interpretation that Ms Pennicuik has
provided is that conditions would make things harder.
The other side of it, and I have tried to explain this, is
that it would makes things easier, it would ensure that
we do not have offenders reoffending and it would give
a multitude of options to the courts to deal with the
multitude of different circumstances in which offenders
go to court. Not all offenders are the same. Every
offender has different needs and has committed
different types of offences. If the court decides that jail
will mean jail, then jail it will be, but if it decides that it
is to be a community-based order or a community
correction order, as we have indicated in our policy, the
courts will be able to impose conditions that will
protect the community but also prevent offenders
reoffending.
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Ms Pennicuik interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Ms Pennicuik would
have to agree that the recidivism rate is way too high.
My view is that we need to give the courts and
Corrections Victoria greater opportunities. Additional
funding will be provided, and this will end up being
beneficial to the offender. Courts will be required to
assess the suitability of orders before they are imposed,
and the offenders will have to consent to them. I think
there are some good opportunities all round.
Ms Pennicuik — The question has not been
answered.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Let me just make
this clear. There are so-called terms of the order needed.
There are standard terms for every CCO. The standard
terms sit alongside the optional conditions. The
standard term, as Ms Pennicuik said, includes that a
person does not reoffend, does not leave Victoria
without permission and reports to a community
corrections officer for other basic requirements as
specified in the order. These requirements are needed to
ensure that every offender does the basic things they are
required to do in order to comply with the CCO. Then
the question will be why there is a minimum of one
optional condition for each CCO, which Ms Pennicuik
has raised. As I said, as part of the standard terms of
every order, there must be at least one optional
condition attached to the order.
Basically, as I said before, this puts teeth into
community-based sentencing. It ensures that offenders
have an obligation to do something under each order,
and there are a whole range of issues that allow that to
happen. I think I have answered the question.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Ms Pennicuik, do you have anything further on
clause 1?
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
take that as having been answered as far as it going to
be. I will just make the comment that there is an
alteration at the lowest end of the scale, and that is a
concern I wanted to raise. I do not have any further
questions on clause 1.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 2
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
wanted to go to the delayed starting date of certain
provisions of the bill. We raised this in the briefing with
representatives of the department, and they explained
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that it had something to do with logistics in terms of
some of the offences that are covered by section 4. That
does not come into effect until 30 June 2013. If it does
not come into effect before then, it does come into
effect on that date. The Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee (SARC) raised that as an issue.
Is the department going to attempt to expedite the
proclamation of those provisions?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — My
understanding is that the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee also noted that the default
commencement date of the bill is 30 June 2013, which
is longer than the usual practice of allowing 12 months
for the commencement period. On 2 November 2011,
the Attorney-General wrote to SARC explaining the
reasons for the long commencement period. SARC
tabled the Attorney-General’s response in Alert Digest
No. 13, dated Tuesday, 8 November 2011. It is on
page 19.
There are several reasons why the longer
commencement date for this bill was appropriate.
Essentially the bill represents the most significant
reform to community-based sentencing in Victoria in
20 years. The reforms are far reaching and must be
commenced in stages to ensure a smooth and orderly
implementation. The bulk of the reforms will
commence early next year, with some specific reforms
commencing later in 2012. The specific reforms that
will commence later are the bond conditions under the
community correction order, the expanded drivers
licence penalties and the new powers for Corrections
Victoria to deal with offender compliance in
community sentencing. These specific reforms involve
complex operational and logistical coordination
between several agencies, including the ports,
Corrections Victoria, VicRoads and Victoria Police.
Additional staff, training and changes to IT systems are
also required, and the government expects all agencies
to be ready for these reforms to commence in 2012.
However, the bill provides an additional six months in
the event that any unforeseen issues arise that need to
be resolved before the second stage of the act
commences.
Clause agreed to; clauses 3 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Clause 21 is really the guts of the bill. It talks about the
extra optional conditions that will apply to CCOs.
Rather than prosecuting them all, I am interested in new
section 48L, which is on page 44 of the bill. Before I go
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to that particular section, the minister mentioned all the
optional conditions before. New section 48F deals with
the non-association condition, which means that a
person cannot associate with another person or other
classes of persons. New section 48H is about exclusion
from certain places or areas. New section 48I deals with
the curfew condition, where home detention can be
reinstated for up to 12 hours a day. New section 48J
deals with the alcohol exclusion condition, where
people can be barred from licensed premises or areas of
other premises which are licensed.
I asked about them all in the second-reading debate. I
am wondering how they are going to be monitored and
implemented, because it is quite difficult to monitor
where someone is at every given hour of the day. That
is a general question. Then I will go to my only other
question on this clause, with regard to new section 48K,
but I ask if the minister could ask the department how it
is going to monitor those conditions.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Ms Pennicuik
asked the question about the implementation process,
and I indicated earlier that, because of these reforms
being significant, there would have to be a period of
time to undertake those reforms. Specifically as to how
the CCOs would be enforced, the advice I have is that
Corrections Victoria and Victoria Police will continue
to work together to monitor and enforce sentences
served in the community, including a new CCO
condition banning association, no-go zones, curfews,
alcohol bans and contact with certain persons. All
suspected breaches of banned association or contact
will be investigated and action taken, where
appropriate, which may involve charging the offender
and returning them to court.
In terms of the systems that are in place to detect the
breaches, non-compliance with CCO conditions — for
example, curfews, no-go zones, alcohol bans, residence
exclusions — may be detected by Victoria Police.
Where Corrections Victoria becomes aware from
Victoria Police, or any other source, of alleged
non-compliance by an offender, the alleged breach will
be investigated and enforced in the same way as any
other sentence. In practice, a person in breach of one of
the CCO conditions will probably be detected if they
are involved in a public or reported disturbance or are
checked by police. Messaging systems will be in place
so that Victoria Police can identify if an offender is in
breach of a CCO by being in a prohibited licensed
premises or a no-go zone or in breach of a curfew.
In rural and regional areas police will know more about
those in the community who are subject to CCOs and
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may detect breaches of this order in the normal course
of their duties. Corrections Victoria monitors offender
compliance with all requirements of an order and will
investigate each reported incident. I just want to make
sure that Ms Pennicuik has it clear that, unlike home
detention — and as has been said, this is another form
of home detention — this does not turn the family into
a jailer. A curfew is not home detention. The curfew
condition will allow courts to keep an offender at their
home for up to 12 hours per day for a period of up to
six months — for example, a young offender who has
been convicted of alcohol-related violence offences on
Friday and Saturday nights may be required to spend
those nights at home. Unlike home detention the CCO
does not pretend to be a sentence of imprisonment.
The CCO is a community-based sentence and, as I said
before, it is tailored to suit a wide range of offending
which, while serious, does not warrant a sentence of
imprisonment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — With
regard to the next new section, which is the judicial
monitoring condition, the only question I have about
that is: can the minister tell me whether he knows if all
efforts would be made to ensure that the original
sentencing judicial officer would be involved as far as
practicable in the monitoring of the offender?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The advice is
yes, but it is preferred that it be managed by the courts.
Clause agreed to; clauses 22 to 47 agreed to.
Clause 48
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
am interested in the alcohol exclusion condition in new
section 48J and particularly 48J(2), which says:
(a) the offender must not enter or remain in any licensed
premises characterised as a nightclub, bar, restaurant,
cafe, reception centre or function centre …

et cetera. Right now in pretty much every suburb in
Melbourne there will be a coffee shop in the local
shopping centre in which on a Saturday morning people
are drinking coffee and eating bacon and eggs or a
muffin, and at night they might be able to get a meal
with a drink. Does this provision mean that if a person
is subject to that restriction, that person could not go
into that place on a Saturday morning for a coffee? Is
that what it means; is that the effect of it?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I understand
we are still on clause 21.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — No, we have
adopted clauses 21 through to 47.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We are on clause 48.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — We are on
clause 48.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — No, we are still on
clause 21.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I moved the
adoption of clauses 21 to 48, and the minister said ‘aye’
to that question.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
is in fact my mistake, Deputy President. I am looking at
proposed section 48J, which it seems is part of
clause 21.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The only
way we can now proceed is if Mr Pakula moves that
clause 21 be recommitted.
Clause 21 recommitted, by leave, on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — My advice is
that if you are subject to a CCO, you are banned from
that licensed premises; it does not matter what hour of
the day. Is that what Mr Pakula is talking about? If it is
a pub at night and it becomes a coffee shop in the day,
the view is that it is still a licensed premises and that the
restriction would apply to either that venue or indeed
that area, depending on the conditions.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — It
is not even places that are pubs at night. Certainly
where I live, and in places where most of us live now,
there are venues that are in effect cafes and for the large
part of the day they behave as cafes but at dinnertime
people can have a glass of wine with a meal. There
might be four or five venues in a given suburb that are
effectively cafes. I suppose my issue goes primarily to
the question of enforcement. If someone has a
restriction, how on earth would there be any way of
keeping someone out of a coffee shop at 10 o’clock on
a Saturday morning? Are people’s photos going to be
distributed all over Melbourne? How is any proprietor
of one of these cafes that becomes a restaurant at night
meant to know that someone has been excluded?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — There are two
parts to the question. I will just say this because it needs
to be covered: if they work in a cafe — for example,
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they are banned from licensed premises yet they work
in a cafe — under the alcohol exclusion conditions
offenders may be completely banned from entering a
cafe that is also a licensed premises. However, the
condition allows a court to consider the impact of a ban
on any employment of the offender, so the court may
also have the power to allow the offender to access
particular licensed premises if it considers it
appropriate. That is in terms of a licensed premises.
In terms of the other part that Mr Pakula has queried, I
have sought more advice. That advice is that an
offender may be banned from a facility at night, for
example, but may be allowed — if there is a reason,
depending on the court and the reasons and arguments
for it — to go there in the morning. The court’s
flexibility could allow the CCO to be tailored.
Mr Pakula asked another question about enforcement. I
mentioned to Ms Pennicuik about the process in place
to deal with breaches whereby non-compliance with
CCO conditions — for example, curfews, no-goes,
alcohol bans or residence restrictions — may be
detected by Victoria Police. It is expected that
Corrections Victoria and Victoria Police will continue
to work together to monitor and enforce sentences
served in the community, including the new CCOs.
I must say to Mr Pakula that in the old days, from my
own experience as a police officer, when you were out
and you found somebody, you did not often know if
they were on a community-based order or whatever
until you did a check, and all of a sudden you found
they were breaching their order. It would be along the
same lines. In rural and regional areas police know
more about those in the community who are subject to
CCOs and so may detect breaches of these orders in the
normal course of their duties. Regarding enforcement,
non-compliance with alcohol exclusion conditions will
be detected and enforced by Victoria Police in the usual
way, including notifying Corrections Victoria of
alleged breaches of CCO conditions. If Corrections
Victoria becomes aware of or is notified of suspected
breaches, this will be investigated and action will be
taken where appropriate, which may involve charging
the offender and returning them to court. More
generally, Corrections Victoria will be responsible for
managing the offender whilst they are subject to the
CCO — other than reoffending, which remains a matter
for police — and this includes responding to any
non-compliance with the order.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
So if you are subject to the alcohol exclusion condition,
you might be charged and returned to court for having a
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coffee on a Sunday morning if you are in the wrong
venue? Is that what the minister is saying?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — No, that is
not correct, because if the order does not exclude you at
that licensed premises in the morning, then you have
committed no breach.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Given the minister’s grace in granting leave I will stop
there.
Clause agreed to; clause 48 agreed to; clauses 49 to
53 agreed to.
Clause 54
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question to the minister is in regard to a provision in
clause 54 at page 85 of the bill which goes to
contravention of old community-based orders.
Currently, if a community-based order is contravened,
the offender is resentenced for the original offence in
the court.
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva — Which page is the
member referring to?
Ms PENNICUIK — It is on page 85 of the bill
under the heading ‘Contravention — Old
community-based orders’. Currently, if a
community-based order — which I was talking to the
minister about before and is the lowest of the current
level of community orders — is contravened, the
offender is resentenced in the court for the original
offence. Under this bill if an old community-based
order is in force and is contravened, then the offender
can be imprisoned for three months. A
community-based order is a low-level,
keep-the-person-out-of-jail order, but under the bill a
contravention attracts three months imprisonment.
What was the thinking behind that and why is it there?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — This is about
putting teeth back into community corrections. Again,
we made it clear that we would strengthen our position
in that regard. What this does is allow for
contraventions of the old community-based orders to be
dealt with, and it will be an offence to contravene an
old CBO without reasonable excuse. My advice is that
the penalty will be three months imprisonment as
outlined. A reasonable excuse for a contravention might
be alleged reoffending where the offender is acquitted
of that offence — for example, self-defence to an
assault. In relation to non-compliance with the order, a
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reasonable excuse may be proven, for example, by the
inability to comply due to illness. The offence does not
apply retrospectively. The offence does not apply to
contraventions of old CBOs that occur before the
commencement of clause 21 of the bill.
The offence should be dealt with under part 3C as if it
were a contravention of a CCO under new
section 83AD, with the exception of the powers of the
court in sentencing. In addition to sentencing the
offender for the contravention offence, the court must
either confirm the order or cancel the order and
resentence the offender for the original offence. The
court does not have the power to vary the CBO. The
court must take into account how much the offender
complied with the order and the conditions that were
originally contained in the CBO.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
thought that answer was a little bit confusing. The
contravention under the provision has to have occurred
before new section 21 comes into force. It appears to
me that we are talking about community-based orders
which will only exist now if they are already in force,
and once they expire, they will not exist any more. My
question is: why is a harsher penalty being applied to
contravention of community-based orders than would
have been applied at the time the person was sentenced
to the community-based order? It seems to me they are
getting a harsher penalty for a contravention if it occurs
now, for example, before the commencement of new
section 21, than they would otherwise have been
subjected to.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The new
penalties will apply immediately on commencement of
the bill. The new penalties are not retrospective and
only apply to offences committed on or after the
commencement of the bill. They are prospective and
they are tougher — we make no bones about that. That
is the intention of the bill, and that is where it is at.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Is it
not one of the principles we work on that people should
not have a sentence imposed that is harsher than what
existed at the original time they were sentenced to the
community-based order? I am just asking. These
community-based orders will be phased out. They are
the lowest level of community orders that exist, and I
am concerned that this harsh penalty seems to be
applying to the community-based order when the
government could have chosen just to leave it in place
the way it was — that is, that offenders go back to court
to be sentenced for their original offence, as is the case
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now. The minister can take that as a rhetorical question,
as he has already answered the question.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I need to add
something, because I indicated in my first response that
there is a whole range of aspects the court must take
into account; for example, how well the offender
complied with the order and the conditions that were
originally contained in the CBO. There are, as I said,
reasonable provisions in new clause 10; it is not as
straight up as indicated.
Clause agreed to; clauses 55 to 59 agreed to.
Clause 60
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Pakula,
to move his amendment 1, which I think he agrees is a
test of his amendments 2 to 7, which relate to
community correction orders that have unpaid
community work conditions attached. This is also a test
for his amendments 14 and 15. If Mr Pakula agrees
with that, we will proceed.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
seek your guidance, Deputy President. You say it is a
test of amendments 2 to 7 and 14 and 15. What do you
say then, Deputy President, about clauses 8 through 13?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Amendment 8 has been adjudged as a separate
amendment and would test 9 to 13. They will be put
separately. I am happy to hear a different view.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — At the outset, Deputy
President, the thrust of the amendments is that the
secretary or delegate of the Department of Justice,
rather than imposing an additional sentence, should
apply to the Magistrates Court for an order. I will just
have a look at the bill. Applications for orders in regard
to separate circumstances are referenced. One is in
regard to unpaid community work and one is in regard
to curfew. I accept the proposition. I am happy to have
it treated in the way you have suggested, Deputy
President.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I call on
Mr Pakula to move amendment 1. Once we deal with
that we can deal with amendments 2 to 7, and
14 and 15 may be tested by that. Once we deal with that
group of amendments we will proceed to amendment 8.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — I move:
1.

Clause 60, page 91, line 16, omit “direct the offender to”
and insert “apply to the Magistrates’ Court for an order
that the offender”.
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Notwithstanding the confusion, amendments
1 through 15 contain important changes. There are two
separate provisions, but there is one general principle.
The general principle put forward by the opposition is
that the separation of powers is important, should be
preserved and should not be offended in circumstances
such as this where it is so simple to respect that
separation of powers.

I will stop there for a moment. I do not think there can
be any contest on the matter of fact that handing
judicial power to a member of the executive is a clear
erosion of the principle of the separation of powers. If
the government is going to erode that separation in this
way, one would think there ought to be a very good
reason to do so. It ought to be in a circumstance of the
most serious kind.

Let us be clear about what the opposition is proposing
versus what the bill provides. The bill is providing that.
In regard to breaches by persons on community-based
orders, the bill provides for the secretary of the
department, or the secretary’s delegate, and we
understand in a real-world situation they would be
regional managers from Corrections Victoria, to
unilaterally impose extended sentences — that is,
orders beyond those that were applied by the courts.
That would apply to curfews and also to
community-based orders.

The fact is there is absolutely no obvious reason to do it
other than convenience. It is simply more convenient
for Corrections Victoria to be able to increase a penalty
rather than having to go to the bother of going back
before a magistrate and seeking to have that order
extended. As a member of this Parliament in which the
separation of powers is held very dear, I have to say
that to erode that separation merely for the convenience
of the Secretary of the Department of Justice or officers
of Corrections Victoria is nowhere near a good enough
reason.

We take the view, as does the Law Institute of Victoria
(LIV) and the legal profession more generally, that it is
appropriate in those circumstances and also not onerous
for Corrections Victoria to go back to court and seek an
extension of the order. That should be the case whether
we are talking about unpaid community work or in
regard to a curfew. Extensions of those orders that have
been handed down by courts could have all kinds of
implications that Corrections Victoria may not have
considered. It is important to note that when the court
handed down its original decision it would have been in
possession of all the facts and arguments that would
have been provided by counsel, both for the defence
and the Crown.

In its correspondence the law institute goes on to say:

Rather than reinvent the wheel, I would like to restate
the view of the Law Institute of Victoria, as provided in
correspondence to me. I will not waste the committee’s
time unduly, but in correspondence from Caroline
Counsel, the president of the Law Institute of Victoria,
dated 11 October, the following paragraphs appear:
The LIV is extremely concerned at the proposal to increase
the powers of the Secretary of the Department of Justice,
namely, the power of the secretary to direct an offender to
perform unpaid community work in addition to that imposed
by the court (clause 60 of the bill, inserting new s83AU into
the Sentencing Act 1991), and the power of the secretary to
increase specified curfew hours in addition to those imposed
by the court (clause 60, inserting new s83AV into the
Sentencing Act 1991).
The Secretary of the Department of Justice is a public servant
and a member of the executive arm of government and the
extension of these judicial powers to the secretary is a clear
erosion of the principle of the separation of powers.

Further, the LIV objects to the new powers … to allow an
authorised person … to serve an infringement notice …

I will not read that whole paragraph. The letter
continues in a similar vein.
We are moving this amendment and government
speakers have already indicated that they will not
support it, which I find extremely regrettable. As I have
indicated, the proposal is for a clear erosion of the
separation of powers. There is no good reason for it.
There are very good practical reasons as well for
Corrections Victoria to go back to court in those
circumstances.
Complex relationships are formed between officers of
Corrections Victoria and the persons they supervise.
There can be all kinds of goings-on that the Parliament
cannot currently contemplate, such as people might fall
out and people might have difficult and troubled
relationships. In a situation where individuals, being the
corrections officer and the offender, might work and
relate very closely over a period of time, for the
corrections officer or the regional manager to be able to
increase a penalty that has been imposed by a court
without further reference to the court is in our view a
dangerous precedent and that is why we have moved
the amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be supporting Mr Pakula’s amendment. We
concur with Mr Pakula that it should be for the
Secretary of the Department of Justice or his or her
delegate to impose an additional sentence over and
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beyond what has been imposed by a court. If the
secretary is of the view that such an addition to the
sentence needs to be imposed, that decision should be
referred to the sentencing court. That is a principle that
we should stick with. If the secretary decides that the
breach is not so serious that it should go back to court,
there should be some other way of negotiating with,
monitoring or speaking with the offender.
The matter should either not go back to court or go
back to court. There should not be this halfway house
where the secretary or his or her delegate imposes an
addition on the curfew, which could be up to 2 hours
per day for up to 14 days. That is quite significant, as
are the 16 hours of community work that could be
added. The principle of referring a matter back to the
court is the one we should stick with, and for that
reason the Greens will support the amendment.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — I thank
members for their statements and for the proposed
amendments. In response, I indicate to those in the
chamber that the Victorian Liberal-Nationals coalition
media release of 23 November 2010 made a very clear
commitment to give teeth to community-based
sentences. We indicated at the time that as the
alternative government we would initiate the most
significant reform of community-based sentences
Victoria has seen in 20 years. As has been indicated, we
stated that we would provide a broad range of strong
and effective new powers to the courts and provide the
capacity for the courts to draw on a combination of
these new powers and existing powers to require
offenders to undergo various treatments — be it drug
and alcohol treatment, mental health treatment or anger
management courses, as listed in front of me — to get
them to re-establish their lives on a stable basis,
develop responsibility for their conduct and avoid
reoffending.
The release states:
Under a coalition government, offenders given
community-based sentences will be required to put in real
work to repay the community for the harm they have done.

It is also outlined here, which is in the context of
the — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Calm down,
Mr Pakula. The release also says:
Authorities will be given the discretion to issue an on-the-spot
fine for less serious breaches, which will streamline the
enforcement process and slash enforcement costs.
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…
This initiative will dramatically strengthen the hand of
authorities to deal with offenders who treat their CCO as a
joke, deliberately act up, are disruptive or just won’t work,
and who think they can get away with it because of the effort
and paperwork required to haul them back before the court.

That was our election commitment, and the people of
Victoria went to the election with that fully understood.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — I will just repeat it
again.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — No, don’t! You do not have
to repeat it.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — You cannot say it is
rubbish and then say there is no — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula interjected.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — It says:
Authorities — —

Hon. M. P. Pakula — One media release three days
prior!
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — You might want to
get a story into the Age, but the fact is that this was a
statement made before the election. The release says:
Authorities will be given the discretion to issue an on-the-spot
fine for less serious breaches.

Hon. M. P. Pakula — I am not seeking to amend
that bit.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Hang on; it goes on
to say:
This initiative will dramatically strengthen the hand of
authorities to deal with offenders who treat their CCO as a
joke …

Right? The bill’s new powers are aimed at improving
offenders’ compliance with community corrections
orders without the need to always return breaches to
court. The new powers are not a blunt instrument but a
fair and appropriate process that protects the courts’
independence. When the Attorney-General introduced
the bill he said that the new powers would streamline
the enforcement process of community-based
sentences.
The new powers are given to the Secretary of the
Department of Justice, and they deal with less serious
compliance issues through, for example, on-the-spot
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fines of $122.14, which is 1 penalty unit; increases in
unpaid community work; and curfews. The powers
may only be exercised when the offender fails to
comply with the CCO without a reasonable excuse and
it is not serious enough to charge them with a
contravention of the order. There are strong safeguards
to protect the independence of the courts and preserve
oversight by the judiciary. The new on-the-spot fines
are like any other infringement notice: if the offender
disagrees with the fine, they may appeal to the
infringement courts. The new powers to direct any extra
unpaid work and an increased curfew are strictly
limited.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — This is a brave new argument
about the on-the-spot fines.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Ms Pennicuik raised
the issue; I am answering both.
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We are not seeking to amend
that part.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Ms Pennicuik raised
the issue about fines — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — Go on; go back to your
script.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA — Any extra unpaid
community work directed cannot exceed 16 hours — or
two days — in a 12-month period, and the increased
curfew is limited to a maximum 2 hours per day for up
to 14 days. If the court imposes the maximum curfew
or maximum unpaid work when setting the sentence,
the direction power cannot be exercised. For example, a
curfew cannot exceed 12 hours of any given day or last
longer than 6 months.
Only senior departmental officers of Victorian Public
Service band 6 or higher may exercise the powers —
for example, regional managers, who Mr Pakula
mentioned, from Corrections Victoria. These officers
are not the same officers who case manage the
offender. The court’s independence is protected. When
the court is making the community correction order it
contemplates that the secretary or her delegates may in
the future give these limited directions to the offender.
The court knows that appropriate enforcement steps can
be taken to ensure the offender meets the court’s
objective.
The bill also provides basic procedural fairness. The
offender must be given written reasons for the secretary
or her delegate’s decision and be informed of their right
to appeal to the court. Importantly, the offender has the
right to apply to the court that sentenced them for
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review of the secretary’s decision. The offender may
dispute whether they breached the order or the direction
was warranted or the amount of the extra work or
curfew.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
At the risk of inciting the minister to read that again, let
me just make two points. Firstly, we take issue with this
suggestion by the minister that a media release dropped
72 hours before the election somehow constitutes
widespread community debate and therefore provides a
mandate. This was not debated in the election campaign
at all; it was dropped out as a media release three days
prior to the election.
Secondly, in nothing the minister read out was there
any suggestion before the election, even if we accept
that the media release somehow provided the
government with a mandate, where the coalition at any
stage indicated that public servants would be given the
power to increase a curfew or increase an unpaid work
provision.
The minister is right: the media release made mention
of the fines. The opposition is not seeking to amend the
part of the bill that relates to the ability of the secretary
to impose a fine; the opposition is seeking to amend
only that part of the bill that gives the secretary or the
secretary’s delegate the power to change the unpaid
work order made by the court or the curfew order made
by the court. We are not saying that the offender should
not have to cop extra; we are saying that the secretary
should go back to court and seek an order. There is
nothing inconsistent between what the minister says is
in the coalition’s 23 November media release and what
the opposition is moving as part of this amendment.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
think the minister’s response has only strengthened my
resolve to support the amendment. I am also concerned
about its actual application, because, as the minister
correctly said, if the offender has already been given the
maximum amount of community work and cannot be
actually sentenced to any more or any further curfew,
how useful is it to the secretary? What does the
secretary then do under this provision?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — My advice is
that in those circumstances they apply a fine, or, as
Ms Pennicuik quite rightly pointed out, if there is no
more time available in terms of their having maxed out
their curfew or unpaid work, then they would most
likely be taken before a court for a variation.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Which supports my contention that they should go back
to the court in any case. I do not know whether the
Secretary of the Department of Justice is in the position
to adjudge whether that is a fair imposition. That is
what we have the courts there to do. We do not have
public servants doing that generally; we have the courts
to do that. I do not like the fines at all. I am concerned
about the imposition of fines on offenders in this cohort
who cannot pay a fine. What happens to them then? We
will support the amendment. We do not believe this is
the correct way to go.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — This is an
intervening step that is available, as opposed to the
present situation where the only option is to breach the
order and go back to court. As I said, this is about
managing it better. We disagree. We went to the
election with that and a range of other areas. In relation
to our commitment to tightening the provisions on
community-based sentences, we have introduced this
bill and made a whole raft of policy announcements. As
I said, at all stages if the person on the
community-based order disagrees with either the
on-the-spot fine or the additional curfew, there are
opportunities for the court’s independence to be
protected — that is, the offender will be properly
informed of their rights to appeal and apply to the court
for a review of the secretary’s decision.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — If
the offender avails themselves of their right to
challenge an increase in the courts, is the imposition of
the additional penalty stayed until that matter is heard
by the courts?
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — The answer is
yes. The direction takes on the date specified by
Corrections Victoria with regard to the directions for
more unpaid community work and an increased curfew.
Does the appeal stop the secretary’s decision taking
effect? The answer is yes. However, if an offender
appeals to the court, it becomes a decision for the court.
The court decides whether the direction should be given
and whether the offender should perform additional
unpaid community work or face an increased curfew.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
question is that amendment 1 moved by Mr Pakula be
agreed to. I advise the committee that this is a test of
proposed amendments 2 to 7 and 14 and 15. Those of
that opinion say aye. To the contrary no. I think the
ayes have it, on the voices.
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Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva — No, they don’t.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I called the
ayes, Minister. I said the ayes have it. Are you saying
the noes have it? Is a division required?
Hon. R. A. Dalla-Riva — Yes.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Ring the
bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
question before the committee is that amendment 1
moved by Mr Pakula be agreed to and that this is a test
of his proposed amendments 2 to 7 and amendments 14
and 15. I called that the ayes had it on the voices. I
advise the committee that because I was put in a
position on a previous occasion of calling on the voices,
when clearly there was some argument as to whether or
not the voices were in the way that I called it, I have
decided I am going to strictly call it on the voices as I
hear them, which is in accordance with standing
order 16.01. I am advising all members while they are
here that if members wish to call a division, they should
pay attention to the way I call a vote on the voices.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms (Teller)

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr (Teller)
O’Donohue, Mr (Teller)
Ondarchie, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I
move:
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Clause 60, page 92, line 15, omit “direct” and insert
“apply to the Magistrates’ Court for an order”.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! This
amendment will be regarded as a test of proposed
amendments 9 to 13.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Whilst I am sure we are all tempted to go over the
debate that we have just had in regard to amendment 1,
I do not imagine that the answers from the minister will
be different in any meaningful way to the ones that we
have had.
Mr Leane — Maybe you should test it.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
Mr Leane says maybe I should test it. I am happy to
receive an indication from the minister about whether
or not I am likely to receive different answers if I raise
the same issues, but I think, to save us all time and
given the hour, I am content to put my amendment on
the assumption that the government’s position in regard
to amendment 8 will be substantially the same as the
government’s position on amendment 1. I can indicate
that the reasons that the opposition is moving
amendment 8 are substantially the same as the reasons
it moved amendment 1.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this amendment for the same
reasons we supported the previous amendment.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — Again I thank
the members for their contributions, and again we stand
by the bill as it is and will not be supporting the
amendments.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 19
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Broad, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tarlamis, Mr
Tee, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Crozier, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Brien, Mr
O’Donohue, Mr
Ondarchie, Mr

Drum, Mr
Elsbury, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)
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Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Ramsay, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 61 to 64 agreed to.
Clause 65
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is regarding clause 65, which allows for the
suspension, cancellation or disqualification of a drivers
licence or learners permit for any offence. Under this
bill a person can have their drivers licence suspended or
cancelled or can be disqualified even though they have
not committed a driving offence, and I am concerned
that that has ramifications for people in terms of their
being able to get to and from work and carry on the
normal obligations and responsibilities of family life. I
am concerned about taking away someone’s drivers
licence when they may be absolutely no threat on the
roads — may in fact be safe drivers. I am concerned
about the principle of taking away someone’s ability to
drive when they have not committed an offence that has
anything to do with road safety or driving, and I ask the
minister what the reason for that is.
Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations) — It is a policy
position that has been put forward. The media release
of 23 November, before the last state election, did say
that the conditions applied to a community correction
order and may include driving licence restrictions,
suspension or cancellation. We made that very clear.
It says in that media release:
Our reforms will empower the courts to take direct and
meaningful action targeted at stopping further criminal
behaviour. The burglar who drives from suburb to suburb
invading victims’ homes may lose their licence or even their
car …

Obviously the offences caught by the bill are not
driving offences. Road safety offences are captured by
road safety legislation and serious driving offences such
as culpable driving are captured by the existing
sentencing act powers.
Under this bill the courts will have a new power to
suspend or cancel a drivers licence or a learners permit
and disqualify a person from obtaining one for any
offence for any period the court thinks fit. ‘Any
offence’ means offences not already captured by the
existing sentencing act powers and, as I said, not
already captured by the Road Safety Act 1986
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regulations and road rules. Where the offence is
committed under the influence of alcohol, the offender,
if they are later relicensed by the magistrate, may be
required to have an alcohol interlock attached to their
vehicle for any period the court thinks fit. The provision
is clearly designed to restrict people from going to
certain places if a curfew or other restrictions are part of
their order.

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Bill 2011.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I do
not want to labour this, but it does not necessarily
restrict people from going to a certain place, because
that assumes that the only way they can get there is if
they drive their own or another vehicle. They can
certainly go there in a taxi or by public transport. I do
not want to prosecute this too far except to say that I
trust that the courts would be very careful about
imposing a sentence on someone that restricts or takes
away their licence when they have not actually
committed a road safety offence. I record my concern
about that.

Overview of bill

In my opinion, the Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Bill 2011 as introduced to the Legislative
Council is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

The purpose of the bill is to establish the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC), and to
constitute a joint house committee of Parliament to oversee
IBAC.
The objects of the bill are to:
(a) assist in the prevention of corrupt conduct;
(b) facilitate the education of the public sector and the
community about the detrimental effects of corrupt
conduct on public administration and the ways in
which corrupt conduct can be prevented;
(c) assist in improving the capacity of the public sector
to prevent corrupt conduct; and

Clause 65 agreed to; clauses 66 to 108 agreed to;
schedule agreed to.

(d) provide for the investigation and exposure of
corrupt conduct.

Reported to house without amendment.

The bill provides IBAC with prevention and education
functions to achieve those objectives, including:

Report adopted.
Third reading

examining the systems and practices in the public sector
and public sector legislation, and publishing information
on ways to prevent corrupt conduct;

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

providing information to, consulting with and making
recommendations to the public sector and assisting the
public sector to prevent corrupt conduct by providing
advice, training and education services; and

INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION BILL
2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

educating the community about the detrimental effects
of corruption on public administration, and ways in
which to assist in preventing corrupt conduct.
Human rights issues
1.

Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill

Privacy and reputation (section 13 of the charter act)
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that individuals have
a right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. The right to privacy concerns a person’s
‘private sphere’, which should be free from government
intervention or excessive unsolicited intervention by other
individuals. An interference with privacy will not be unlawful
provided it is permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances and are in accordance with the provisions, aims
and objectives of the charter act.
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Clauses 25, 28 and 31 of the bill enhance the right to privacy
by requiring the Commissioner, any deputy commissioner,
the chief executive officer and IBAC officers, to take an oath
or affirmation that (amongst other things) he or she will not
disclose, except as authorised by law, any information
received in the performance of the functions or the exercise of
the powers of the office.
Clause 36 allows the Governor in Council to make
regulations to prescribe matters in relation to security checks
for IBAC officers and other persons engaged by IBAC under
clauses 29 and 30. It further allows for the making of
regulations setting requirements for the disclosure and
reporting of pecuniary interests by IBAC officers, and for the
compilation, maintenance and publication of registers of
pecuniary interests of such persons. It also provides that such
regulations may provide for the information collected
pursuant to this clause to be included by IBAC in its annual
report.
Such regulations have the potential to require officers of
IBAC and consultants to disclose personal information. For
example, regulations to enable security checks by IBAC
could require an IBAC officer or consultant to disclose
personal or sensitive information to ensure that the officer or
consultant is a fit and proper person to hold a position within
IBAC.
Any requirement that officers disclose personal information
will be clearly linked to the purpose of conducting security
checks to ensure the probity of officers appointed to IBAC.
This is of utmost importance in a public body whose
functions include assisting in the prevention of corruption. As
an additional protection, IBAC, as a body established or
appointed for a public purpose by or under an act, will be
subject to the Information Privacy Act 2000 and will be
required to hold any personal or sensitive information
obtained securely and in accordance with that act.
In addition, IBAC officers may be required to disclose
pecuniary information which could then be made publicly
available on a register of pecuniary interests and by
publication in IBAC’s annual report.
The requirement that officers disclose pecuniary interests is
important in order to maintain the integrity of IBAC and for
IBAC and its officers to avoid conflicts of interest or
perceived conflict of interest. In many cases, that information
will already be publicly available (for example on registers of
shareholder interests) and so will only engage the right to
privacy in limited circumstances.
I consider that any interference with privacy occasioned by
clause 36 will not be arbitrary, as the information which may
be required of officers will be clearly linked to their fitness to
undertake work within IBAC, or alternatively will be
necessary to determine if their private interests conflict with
their public duties.
For the reasons stated, I do not consider that clause 36
provides for the unlawful or arbitrary interference with
privacy and there is therefore no limitation on the right to
privacy under section 13 of the charter act.
Right to freedom of association (section 16 of the charter act)
Section 16(2) of the charter act says that every person has the
right to freedom of association with others. This right protects
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the right of all persons voluntarily to group together for a
common goal. It applies to all forms of association.
The right to free association reflects the freedom of a society,
and is essential to the exercise of other human rights, such as
freedoms of movement, expression, religion and belief. The
right is particularly important in a free and democratic society
to ensure that a person’s eligibility to participate in elections
for public office is not restricted unjustifiably on the grounds
of their membership of an association. However, the right is
not absolute and can be subject to reasonable limitations in
section 7 of the charter.
Clauses 14(2)(b), 18(11), (12) and (13), 19(1)(d) and 21(1)(d)
of the bill engage the right to freedom of association.
Election to Parliament
Clause 14(2)(b) renders a person ineligible from being
appointed as a commissioner of IBAC if he or she is a
member of the Parliament of Victoria or of the
commonwealth or of another state or a territory.
Clauses 19(1)(d) and 21(1)(d) respectively hold that the
Commissioner and a deputy commissioner will cease to hold
office if he or she nominates for election for the Parliament of
Victoria or of the commonwealth or of another state or a
territory.
Restrictions on employment, business and community
activity
Clauses 18(11), (12) and (13) place restrictions on the
Commissioner or a deputy commissioner’s employment,
business or community activity. Subclauses (11)–(12)
prohibit the Commissioner or a deputy commissioner from
engaging in any employment, business or community
activity, or from entering into a contract to provide services,
that may create an actual or perceived conflict of interest with
his or her role.
Subclause (13) requires the Commissioner or a deputy
commissioner to seek the approval of the Governor in
Council to apply for or hold any professional, trade or
business licence (including a legal practising certificate under
the Legal Profession Act 2004), and to conduct any trade,
business or profession, or accept any other employment.
The purpose of the limitations is to prevent actual or
perceived conflicts of interest arising between the
Commissioner or a deputy commissioner’s activities outside
of their role and the fulfilment of their public duties.
The limitations on the right are direct, proportionate and
balanced with both the need to ensure public trust and
confidence in the offices of the Commissioner and deputy
commissioners, and also the need to ensure the independence
of those roles. The limitation is reasonable, as it is not an
absolute prohibition on employment, business or community
activity. The limitation supports the objects of the act to
prevent corruption, which in turn enhances the right to take
part in public life, a right that the charter act seeks to protect
and promote.
The limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable in
a free and democratic society based on human dignity,
equality and freedom. I consider there are no less restrictive
means reasonably available to achieve the intended purposes.
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Right to take part in public life (section 18 of the charter act)
Section 18 of the charter act holds that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. This
includes the right to be elected in state elections.
The bill enhances the right to take part in public life through
the objects outlined in clause 4 which include the facilitation
of education of both the public sector and the community
about the prevention of corrupt conduct. This will provide
IBAC an opportunity to engage with the public, and to
enhance its understanding of the nature of public
administration. More generally, the promotion of good public
governance and the prevention of corruption will enhance the
right to take part in public life.
Clauses 14(2)(b), 19(1)(d), 21(1)(d) of the bill, discussed
above, which prevent the Commissioner or a deputy
commissioner from being a member of Parliament, limit the
right to take part in public life. This right may be limited on
objective, non-discriminatory and reasonable grounds. The
limitation is in place to prevent actual or perceived conflicts
of interest arising between the Commissioner or a deputy
commissioner’s duties in relation to the IBAC, and duties and
interests that would attach to the public office of being an
elected member of the Parliament. This is particularly
important given that the IBAC will be overseen by a joint
parliamentary committee and that the Commissioner and
deputy commissioner/s may have a role in educating and
advising parliamentarians in relation to ways to prevent
corruption.
The limitations on the right are direct, proportionate and
balanced with both the need to ensure public trust and
confidence in the offices of the Commissioner and deputy
commissioners, and also the need to ensure the independence
of those roles. The limitations are reasonable and
demonstrably justifiable in a free and democratic society
based on human dignity, equality and freedom. I consider
there are no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the intended purposes.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade.

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Bill 2011 implements a key election commitment of the
coalition government to establish an anticorruption
commission for Victoria.
This bill establishes Victoria’s first ever Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC). This is
historic legislation for Victoria.
The establishment of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission is the keystone of the
government’s integrity reforms — the most far-reaching and
fundamental reforms to the anticorruption and integrity
system in Victoria’s history.
The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
Bill 2011 is the first stage of the establishment of IBAC. The
bill enables a commissioner to be appointed, and facilitates
the practical process of establishing IBAC. Further legislation
vesting IBAC with investigations powers will follow before
the end of the year. Once appointed, the Commissioner can
commence setting up the new body in time for the body to
receive its investigations powers.
This bill also establishes IBAC with education and prevention
functions and powers. The bill will allow the IBAC
Commissioner to begin educating the Victorian community
about corruption and its negative effects, and proactively
preventing corruption. This is important work, recognised by
experts as key components of any effective anticorruption
system.
With the exception of Victoria and South Australia, every
state in Australia has an independent anticorruption
commission. The New South Wales Independent
Commission Against Corruption was established over
20 years ago. South Australia has committed to introducing
an anticorruption commission.
Victoria has never had a dedicated commission with the
ability to tackle corruption across the whole of the public
sector.
The government believes that the integrity of the Victorian
public sector, and community confidence in public sector
accountability, is best assured with the establishment of an
independent broadbased anticorruption commission.
The government has long been on the record about the
importance of ensuring that bodies with significant powers
are subject to appropriate scrutiny. The need for such
measures was recently highlighted by the Ombudsman in his
October 2011 report, Investigation into the Office of Police
Integrity’s Handling of a Complaint.
At the same time as the introduction of this bill, the
government is also introducing a bill to establish the Victorian
Inspectorate, to oversee the IBAC. The Victorian Inspectorate
is a key feature of the government’s legislative arrangements
to ensure that the IBAC is subject to robust oversight.
Together with the joint house committee of Parliament
established under this bill (the IBAC parliamentary
committee), the Victorian Inspectorate will ensure that
IBAC’s use of its powers is both appropriate and
proportionate. The Victorian Inspectorate will have broad
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jurisdiction to investigate the conduct of IBAC, to ensure that
it is appropriate and lawful.
The government has also recently introduced legislation to
establish the office of the Public Interest Monitor to provide
important checks and balances on applications for the use of
covert investigation and coercive powers in Victoria. It is
critical that the Victorian community has full confidence that
applications for, and the use of, covert investigation and
coercive powers are subject to optimal safeguards and
oversight. Together, the Public Interest Monitor, the Victorian
Inspectorate and the IBAC parliamentary committee are
designed to do just that.
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The Commissioner is to be appointed by the Governor in
Council for a non-renewable term not exceeding five years.
Given that IBAC will have a role in overseeing
parliamentarians and the executive, the non-renewable fixed
term will help to ensure the Commissioner’s independence.
The IBAC parliamentary committee will be able to veto the
appointment of the IBAC Commissioner, with the exception
of the inaugural appointment. For the first appointment, prior
to the establishment of the IBAC parliamentary committee,
the Premier will consult with the Leader of the Opposition.

The key aspects of the Independent Broad-based
Anti-corruption Commission Bill 2011 are as follows:

The bill also provides that one or more full-time deputy
commissioners may be appointed by the Governor in Council.
It is anticipated that one or more deputy commissioners may
be required as IBAC expands its operations.

Functions

Reporting

The bill provides IBAC with education functions for the
purpose of preventing public sector corruption.

As a body led by an independent officer of the Parliament,
IBAC will be able to report to Parliament directly.

A prescriptive but non-exhaustive list of IBAC’s education
and prevention functions is set out in the bill. This includes:

The bill requires IBAC to report at least annually to
Parliament on its functions.

assisting in the prevention of corrupt conduct;
facilitating the education of the public sector and the
community about the detrimental effects of corrupt
conduct on public administration and ways to prevent
corrupt conduct; and
helping to improve the capacity of the public sector to
prevent corrupt conduct.
This bill gives IBAC the flexibility to conduct a wide range of
activities in performing its education and prevention
functions. These include:
developing education and prevention programs, modules
and information resources;
conducting general and targeted training and
information sessions;
conducting and publishing research about corruption and
best practice models for preventing it;
conducting outreach programs targeting rural and
regional communities; and
publishing material for specific community groups and
the community as a whole.
In addition, the bill specifically allows IBAC to proactively
work with public sector agencies to identify corruption risks
and to assist agencies to improve their systems and processes
in order to prevent corruption occurring.

IBAC will also have the power to table a special report in
each house of Parliament on any matter relating to IBAC’s
functions and, if it considers it necessary, make
recommendations on how better to prevent corruption.
New joint house committee of Parliament
A further key feature of the bill is the establishment of a joint
house committee — the IBAC parliamentary committee — to
oversee IBAC. The role of this committee will be to:
monitor and review IBAC’s exercise of its functions;
examine any reports made by IBAC; and
report to both houses of Parliament on any matter
connected with the exercise of its functions that require
the attention of Parliament.
The composition of the IBAC parliamentary committee will
be determined in accordance with the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003.
Further legislation
Preparation of the legislation outlining IBAC’s investigative
role is well progressed and will follow before the end of the
year.
This further legislation will vest IBAC with investigative
functions, powers and safeguards. IBAC will be given
significant powers in order to combat public sector
corruption. The further legislation will include:

IBAC Commissioner

details of IBAC’s jurisdiction;

The bill establishes the IBAC Commissioner as an
independent officer of the Parliament. The Commissioner will
have an equivalent level of independence to other
independent officers of the Parliament and comparable
interstate officers.

own-motion powers and receipt of complaints and
referrals;

The Commissioner must be, or have been, a judge, or a
person who is eligible for appointment as a judge.

provisions dealing with the conduct of examinations;
and

general investigation powers, including a range of
coercive powers;
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additional powers for the Victorian Inspectorate to
reflect IBAC’s expanded powers and functions.
The government has been clear about the importance of
getting IBAC’s investigative powers and oversight
arrangements right. The government has also been clear about
the importance of ensuring that what we introduce in Victoria
is the best model for Victorians. The Victorian community
will be best served by an IBAC that is tailored to our local
environment.
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In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Justice
Legislation Further Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Further Amendment
Bill 2011, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill

The government appointed a consultation panel headed by
former Supreme Court judge Stephen Charles, QC, to canvass
the views of a range of legal, community and operational
stakeholders on key issues relating to IBAC’s investigative
role. The consultation panel’s report is being carefully
considered in the development of the further legislation.
IBAC will be established as soon as practicable following
passage of this bill. The search for a commissioner is well
under way and the government looks forward to announcing
the appointment of IBAC’s inaugural Commissioner. Once
appointed, the Commissioner will be able to commence
IBAC’s important education and corruption prevention role.
This bill is the first stage of these important reforms. By
enabling the IBAC Commissioner to be appointed, the bill
will facilitate the practical process of establishing IBAC as
the first stage of implementation of a robust, comprehensive
and cohesive system.
The government is committed to ensuring a cohesive and
comprehensive integrity and anticorruption system for
Victoria. The Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption
Commission Bill 2011 is the centrepiece of these historic
reforms.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:

The purpose of the bill is to amend:
1.

section 49(12) and 50(2) of the Major Crime
(Investigative Powers) Act 2004 to extend the operation
of s 49 (Contempt of chief examiner) and 50 (No double
jeopardy) to 1 January 2016;

2.

section 328(c) of the Criminal Procedure Act 2009 to
allow police prosecutors to represent protective services
officers who are informants in criminal proceedings in
the Magistrates Court; and

3.

section 2 of the Road Safety Amendment (Hoon Driving
and Other Matters) Act 2011 to remove the default
commencement date applicable to sections 11, 13, 14,
15, 16, 17 and 22 of that act, being provisions that are
dependent upon the commencement of the
commonwealth Personal Property Securities Act 2009.

Human rights issues
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant to
the bill
Clauses 3 and 4 of the bill extend the operation of sections 49
and 50 of the Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004,
which would otherwise cease on 1 January 2012.
Section 49 prescribes the circumstances in which a person
attending the chief examiner in answer to a witness summons
is guilty of contempt and sets out the procedure by which a
person may be charged and detained. The provision engages
the liberty rights in section 21 of the charter act as well as the
criminal procedure rights in section 25.
Section 50 protects the right against double jeopardy in
section 26 of the charter act by ensuring that while a person
may be able to be proceeded against in respect of an offence
under the act and a contempt of the chief examiner, but is not
liable to be punished more than once for the same act or
omission.
The proposed amendment to section 328 of the Criminal
Procedure Act 2009 does not raise any issues in relation to
human rights protected by the charter act.
Liberty rights
Although section 49 enables detention of persons, that
detention is compatible with the liberty rights in section 21 of
the charter act. Detention occurs in prescribed circumstances
and in accordance with clear procedures and cannot be
regarded as arbitrary. The right to be brought promptly before
a court is given effect to through the procedures set out in
subsections (3) to (9).
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Criminal procedure rights
Although there are questions raised in other jurisdictions as to
whether and when contempt proceedings amount to a
criminal charge so as to engage the criminal procedure rights
in section 25 of the charter act, the provisions in the act are
compatible with those rights.
Section 49(2) requires the chief examiner to issue a written
certificate charging the person with contempt and setting out
or attaching details of the alleged contempt. This would
satisfy the right to be informed of the nature and reason for
the charge in section 25(2)(a) of the charter act. Although
section 49 does not expressly require provision of the charge
to the arrested person, police officers are public authorities
and would therefore be required to act compatibly with the
charter and ensure this occurs.
Section 49(11) provides that a certificate of charge is
evidence of the matters set out in or attached to it. This
provision engages the right to examine, or have examined,
witnesses against him or her, unless otherwise provided for by
law. However, I consider the right is not limited by this
evidentiary provision as it does not prevent the chief examiner
from being called to give evidence and be cross-examined in
the event the matters set out in or attached to the charge are
disputed.
Section 49(1) provides that a person is guilty of contempt if
the person fails without reasonable excuse to: produce a
document or other thing; or refuse or fail to answer certain
questions. This provision imposes an evidential burden only
on an accused to raise the possibility of a reasonable excuse.
Ultimately, the burden remains on the prosecution to prove
the offence beyond reasonable doubt. Accordingly, I consider
that the provision does not limit the right to be presumed
innocent in section 25(1) of the charter act.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The bill makes minor technical amendments to three acts.
Firstly, the bill amends section 328 of the Criminal Procedure
Act 2009 to allow a police prosecutor to appear on behalf of a
protective services officer acting as the informant in criminal
proceedings in the Magistrates Court. The amendment is
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consistent with the existing section that allows a police
prosecutor to appear on behalf of the informant in such
proceedings where the informant is a member of the police
force.
Secondly, the bill amends the Major Crime (Investigative
Powers) Act 2004 to extend the duration of the operation of
contempt powers currently available to the chief examiner
where a person fails without reasonable excuse to answer
questions, produce documents, be sworn or make an
affirmation, or otherwise behave in a manner that would
constitute contempt of the Supreme Court. In addition, the
amendment will ensure that a person who is guilty of both an
offence under the act and contempt is only prosecuted once.
Under the current provisions, the ability of the chief examiner
to take action against a person for contempt and the protection
against double jeopardy where a person is guilty of both an
offence under the act and contempt will cease from 1 January
2012. The bill extends the sunset period in sections 49(12)
and 50(2) to 1 January 2016. The amendments allow the
continuation of the provisions to be revisited by the
Parliament at a later time.
Finally, the bill amends the Road Safety Amendment (Hoon
Driving and Other Matters) Act 2011 to ensure that certain
provisions of that act will not come into operation prior to the
provisions of a related commonwealth act.
The personal property securities register is to be established
under the commonwealth Personal Property Securities Act
2009. It represents arguably the largest reform to security
interests in goods ever undertaken in this country. The
commonwealth recently advised that the commencement of
the Personal Property Securities Act 2009 has been delayed
from October 2011 to late January 2012. There is a risk that
the commencement may be delayed further still.
This delay has ramifications for certain, as yet unproclaimed,
provisions in the Road Safety Amendment (Hoon Driving
and Other Matters) Act 2011, which amend the Road Safety
Act 1986 and the Police Regulation Act 1958. Those
amendments will, when they come into force, provide that
where the police are taking or have taken vehicle
impoundment, immobilisation or forfeiture enforcement
action with respect to a vehicle, the Chief Commissioner of
Police must lodge a notice, called a financing statement, with
the registrar of the commonwealth personal property
securities register.
The main purpose of the lodgement of a financing statement
on the commonwealth register is to inform any person
considering purchasing the vehicle or taking a security
interest in the vehicle of the enforcement action that has been
taken or is pending with respect to the vehicle. This measure
will help to protect consumers and security holders.
The provisions of the Road Safety Amendment (Hoon
Driving and Other Matters) Act 2011 are currently subject to
a default commencement date of 1 February 2012. This
default date was deliberately chosen to ensure that the
Victorian requirements will come into force simultaneously
with the commonwealth personal property securities regime.
The bill removes this default commencement date to ensure
that the relevant provisions of the Road Safety Amendment
(Hoon Driving and Other Matters) Act 2011 will not
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commence operation until the commonwealth personal
property securities register commences operation.

f.

I commend the bill to the house.

The bill also makes a consequential amendment to the
Infringements Act 2006.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LEANE
(Eastern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

LIQUOR CONTROL REFORM
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Liquor Control
Reform Further Amendment Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Liquor Control Reform Further
Amendment Bill 2011 (the bill), as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Liquor Control
Reform Act 1998 (the principal act) to:
a.

b.

c.

introduce a 5-star rating system that will reward
responsible liquor licensees with discounts on their
annual liquor licensing renewal fees;
introduce a demerit points system applicable to liquor
licensees where demerit points are incurred for
nominated offences, and once a demerit point threshold
is met the licence will be automatically suspended for a
set period of time;
introduce a new category of licence for wine and beer
producers to simplify and modernise the existing
regulatory regime for vignerons;

d.

reflect in the objects of the act the importance of live
music to the hospitality industry and the broader
community;

e.

ensure that licensees that exclusively supply packaged
liquor obtain a packaged liquor licence; and

make a number of other minor and technical
amendments.

Human rights issues
Fair hearing rights
The bill introduces a star rating and demerit points system for
licensees and permittees. Licensees and permittees will
receive a discount off their renewal fees where they have no
demerit points, and will receive demerits where nominated
offences occur. The accrual of demerit points will lead to
automatic suspension, and the suspensions are not reviewable
or appealable. These amendments therefore engage the right
to a fair hearing.
Section 24 of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the
right to have the charge or proceeding decided by a
competent, independent and impartial court or tribunal after a
fair and public hearing. This right has been interpreted as
encompassing proceedings which are determinative of private
rights and interests in the broad sense, including
administrative proceedings.
Under the Infringements Act 2006, individual convictions and
infringements can be appealed, including the nominated
offences that will lead to demerit points under the principal
act once amended. As such, licensees have an opportunity to
a fair hearing in each instance that a conviction or
infringement is received. Further, the responsible minister
will have the power to change (delay or shorten) or cancel a
suspension in exceptional circumstances. ‘Exceptional
circumstances’ is defined broadly to provide the minister with
the power to change a suspension when the benefits of the
suspension are outweighed by the costs to the community.
Licensees are able to seek the minister’s consideration of
exceptional circumstances at the time at which they were
notified of an upcoming suspension. Should the minister
require, the suspension will be able to be delayed until the
minister has determined whether it is to be changed in any
way.
Accordingly, I consider that the suspension provisions in the
bill are compatible with the right to a fair hearing in
section 24 of the charter act.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
Matthew Guy, MP
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill amends the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998 to
fulfil a number of the government’s election commitments
made in the Victorian Liberal Nationals Coalition Plan for
Liquor Licensing. This is the second tranche of election
promises being implemented by the Baillieu government in
regard to liquor, following the commencement of new
secondary supply laws in August this year, and the
introduction of new powers and tougher fines to combat
public drunkenness and maintain public order in October.
This bill will bring about some significant enhancements to
the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998, including introducing a
5-star rating and demerit points system for liquor licensees
that will reward responsible licensees and penalise those that
repeatedly do the wrong thing.
It will replace the outdated vigneron’s licence with a new
wine and beer producer’s licence that is more flexible and
representative of modern Victorian winery and brewery
businesses.
Further, the bill will recognise the important role the live
music industry plays in the hospitality industry and the
broader community, and will address an inequality in the way
packaged liquor outlets are regulated by ensuring that
licensees that exclusively sell packaged liquor have a
packaged liquor licence. Finally, the bill makes a range of
minor and technical amendments that will improve the
operation of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998.
Five-star rating and demerit points system
The bill establishes a 5-star rating and demerit points system,
which will reward licensees who behave responsibly and
penalise those who repeatedly do the wrong thing.
Under the 5-star rating system, licensees will receive
discounts on their annual licence fees if they consistently
obey relevant liquor laws. All licensees will commence at a
3-star rating. Once the scheme is established, 3-star rated
licensees will move to a 4-star rating if they have not
committed any relevant infringements in the previous
24 months. If they continue to comply with liquor laws, they
will move to a 5-star rating 12 months later. However, if a
licensee subsequently commits a relevant offence, they will
lose the higher star rating and will no longer qualify for the
fee discount.
The ‘relevant offences’ are those under sections 108(4), 119
or 120 of the Liquor Control Reform Act 1998. These
offences relate to the presence on licensed premises, and
service of, minors and intoxicated patrons. They are the same
offences that underpin the existing compliance history risk
fee.
The details of the 5-star rating system are not contained in the
bill. Rather, the bill creates a new regulation-making power so
that the details of the 5-star rating scheme can be prescribed
in the Liquor Control Reform Regulations 2009.
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Under the demerit points system, liquor licences will be
automatically suspended when a venue accumulates sufficient
demerit points.
Demerit points will be applied for ‘non-compliance
incidents’, which are defined as paid infringements,
successful prosecutions and infringements that are unpaid and
in respect of which enforcement orders have been issued, for
the same relevant offences that apply to the 5-star rating
system. One non-compliance incident will incur one demerit
point.
There will be three suspension thresholds. Five demerit points
within a three-year period will lead to a 24-hour suspension;
10 demerit points will lead to a 7-day suspension; and
15 demerit points will lead to a 28-day suspension.
The bill provides that the Victorian Commission for
Gambling and Liquor Regulation must maintain a demerits
register, which must record details of demerit points. The
commission will be required to notify a licensee or permittee
within a certain period of time when a demerit point has
accrued in relation to their licence, and when a suspension of
the licence is pending. The commission may publish on its
website details associated with a licence, including the star
rating and demerit point level of all licences.
The bill also provides an equitable framework to enable the
commission to calculate on what date a suspension is to take
place. The suspension must commence either on the same day
of the week as the day that the non-compliance incident
occurred that resulted in the latest demerit point being
recorded; or, if the last non-compliance incident occurred
between 12.01 a.m. and 7.00 a.m., the suspension must begin
on the same day of the week as the previous day that the
incident occurred. For example, if the demerit point occurred
at 2.00 a.m. on a Sunday, the suspension must begin on a
Saturday.
Further, the suspension must begin on a day no less than
14 days after the date of the notice being provided to the
licensee or permittee, and no more than 60 days after the date
that the latest demerit point was recorded on the demerits
register.
The minister will have a power to delay, cancel or shorten a
suspension in cases in which he considers that the cost to the
community of the suspension would outweigh the benefits.
Where a suspension is cancelled or reduced, alternative
enforcement action will be explored for that licensee.
If a licence or permit that has accrued demerit points has been
transferred to another person under section 32 of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998, the new licensee or permittee may
apply to the commission to remove any demerit points from
the demerits register accrued before the transfer. There will be
a fee in relation to this application, and the bill sets out a
number of factors that the commission may consider in
making its decision.
Wine and beer producer’s licence
The bill will introduce a new wine and beer producer’s
licence to replace the existing vigneron’s licence. The
vigneron’s licence is viewed as being too restrictive and
complex by industry, is not sufficiently flexible to cover all
the activities undertaken by a modern winery, and does not
cater for breweries at all. This has resulted in some wineries
and breweries, most of which are small businesses, often
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being required to obtain several licences and as a result incur
multiple fees and significant administrative burden.
The new wine and beer producer’s licence will authorise wine
and beer producers to supply the licensee’s own product to
any other licensee, the licensee’s own product from the
licensed premises for off-premises consumption, any liquor
from the licensed premises for on-premises consumption (for
example, at a restaurant or function centre) and the licensee’s
own product by way of email, telephone, facsimile
transmission, internet or other electronic communication.
Supply of liquor under the wine and beer producer’s licence
will be authorised from two premises: a primary premises and
a retail premises. The primary premises will be the premises
used by the licensee for the production, storage or distribution
of liquor that is the licensee’s product. At the primary
premises, all activities under the licence are authorised to take
place. The retail premises, on the other hand, is designed for
those wineries and breweries that have a retail outlet that is in
a different location from their primary winery or brewery site.
The retail premises must be within the same wine-growing
region as the production premises, and the only form of
supply authorised here is the supply of the licensee’s own
product for off-premises consumption. That is, at the retail
premises only tastings and take-away sales are permitted. An
example is a winery 5 kilometres out of Wangaratta. This
premises is where the winery has its vineyard and where the
production facilities are situated. Also at this site, the winery
has a storage facility from which it fills internet orders, a
restaurant and a warehouse where bottle shops can purchase
the licensee’s product wholesale. However, this winery also
has a cellar door in the Wangaratta town centre. This retail
outlet is where tourists travelling through Wangaratta can
sample the winery’s product and purchase sealed bottles to
take home. These activities will all now be captured by the
new licence.
The wine and beer producer’s licence also provides for an
optional authorisation to be included on the licence that will
permit the licensee to attend an unlimited number of
promotional events, at which the licensee’s product is
authorised to be supplied for consumption by the glass at the
event or in sealed bottles to take away. This optional
authorisation allows wineries and breweries to attend events
to promote their product under the same licence that
authorises the range of other activities undertaken at the
licensed premises. This innovation removes the burden for
licensees of needing to apply for a temporary limited licence
each time they wish to attend a promotional event, saving the
licensee time and money. The annual cost of the additional
authorisation is the same as the cost of one temporary limited
licence. Licensees that have obtained the authorisation will be
able to attend all events other than major events (as defined in
the act) and horseracing events.
The new licence is designed for producers of wine, cider,
brandy, perry and beer, in particular small businesses, who
produce a product that is uniquely theirs. As such, in the case
of wine, cider, brandy and perry, the eligible producers will
either grow their own fruit and produce the product
themselves; grow their own fruit but have financial
responsibility for someone else producing the product;
purchase fruit grown in Australia from someone else and
produce the product themselves; or purchase fruit grown in
Australia from someone else and have financial responsibility
for someone else producing the product. In the case of beer,
the product must be brewed by or at the direction of the
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licensee and the licensee assumes the financial risk. In all
circumstances, the product must be uniquely the licensee’s
own.
The bill sets out transitional provisions for existing vigneron’s
licence-holders to automatically transfer to the new wine and
beer producer’s licence. It also allows for producers that
currently hold another type or types of licence to choose to
transfer to the new licence if they are eligible and wish to do
so. Licensees in either of these scenarios that currently have
more than one licence will have the opportunity to effectively
consolidate these licences into one. The transitional
provisions in the bill provide that holders of other licences
will have 12 months from the date of commencement to
transition to the new licence without needing to pay a
variation fee or being subject to planning approval or display
requirements. After that date, eligible licence-holders remain
able to transfer to the new licence, but will be required to pay
the requisite licence variation fee and will need to comply
with the planning and display requirements as per any
variation of licence category under the act. In switching to the
new licence during the transition period, the conditions a
licensee currently has on their licence will be replicated on the
new licence. This is so there is not a need for the licensee to
seek further planning permission to undertake new activities,
making the transition process a simple and seamless one for
licensees.
Live music
The bill amends the objects of the act to recognise the role of
live music in licensed venues as a valued part of the
hospitality and entertainment industries. Live music is an
important part of the social and cultural fabric of our state.
Many of our greatest musical talents have honed their craft in
the pubs and bars and lounges of Victoria. The existence of a
variety of live music venues is critical to nurturing young
musical talent. Live music also provides an important
economic benefit for Victoria, with many people employed
directly and indirectly in the industry. It is important that
liquor licensing law reflects the economic and social
contribution of live music to Victoria.
Amending the objects of the act will reflect the significance of
live music to the hospitality industry and the wider
community and ensure that live music is an ongoing
consideration across all liquor licensing decisions.
Packaged liquor
Under existing licensing arrangements, a general licensee
may exclusively supply packaged liquor, ostensibly operating
a bottle shop while avoiding the higher fee and additional
regulatory requirements of a packaged liquor licence.
Accordingly, general licensees trading in this way attract an
unfair competitive advantage over packaged liquor licensees.
The bill addresses this anomaly by prohibiting the exclusive
supply of packaged liquor under a general licence. As a result,
licensees operating a typical bottle shop will have to obtain a
packaged liquor licence and adhere to the same requirements
as other comparable licensed premises. This amendment will
prevent instances of this inequity arising in future and will
establish a more even playing field amongst packaged liquor
outlets.
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Minor and technical amendments
The bill also includes a number of minor and technical
amendments to improve the operation of the act.
For example, the bill will clarify that the directors of a body
corporate which holds a licence are liable as if they were the
licensee. An equivalent amendment will be made in relation
to the members of the committee of management of an
unincorporated club that holds a licence.
In addition, the bill will provide the commission with
discretion to decide whether to grant a licence to premises that
are intended by the occupier of the premises to be primarily
used by people under the age of 18 years. This amendment
will allow the commission to grant a licence to premises that
are for the most part used by people under the age of 18 years
but on some occasions have a legitimate reason for seeking a
licence, such as schools or junior sporting clubs that seek a
licence for fundraising events involving parents or other adult
supporters.
The bill will clarify that a packaged liquor licence and a late
night (packaged liquor) licence may authorise trading on
Christmas Day and/or Good Friday. This power was
unintentionally removed following amendments to the act
that commenced on 1 January 2010. The amendment will also
validate any decision made by the commission or the former
director of liquor licensing since 1 January 2010 that relied on
this power.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Ms PULFORD
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

MINES (ALUMINIUM AGREEMENT)
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for
Higher Education and Skills) on motion of
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave, ordered to be
read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. P. R. HALL (Minister for Higher
Education and Skills), Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Mines
(Aluminium Agreement) Amendment Bill 2011.
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In my opinion, the Mines (Aluminium Agreement)
Amendment Bill 2011 (the bill), as introduced to the
Legislative Council, is compatible with the human rights
protected by the charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons
outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Mines (Aluminium
Agreement) Act 1961 (the act). The amendments to the act
are of a minor and technical nature. The bill also enables the
Minister for Energy and Resources (the minister) to authorise
the acquisition of an interest in land by Alcoa of Australia Pty
Ltd.
Human rights issues
Property rights
Clause 11 of the bill inserts a new section 7A into the act,
enabling the minister to authorise the compulsory purchase of
an interest in land.
Section 20 of the charter act provides that a person must not
be deprived of their property other than in accordance with
the law. This means that any law that deprives a person of
their property must be sufficiently precise, accessible and
should not allow arbitrary interference with property.
Clause 11 of the bill provides that the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act 1986 (land acquisition act) will apply to
the acquisition of interests in land under the bill. Acquisition
of land under the land acquisition act gives rise to a right to
compensation on just terms. Parties with an interest in the
land to be acquired may dispute any offer of compensation,
and disputed compensation claims may be submitted for
review by the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal or
the Supreme Court of Victoria. Furthermore, the land
acquisition act sets out clear notification requirements and
procedures for acquisition and the lawfulness of an
acquisition may be challenged through judicial review.
Authorisation to acquire land will thus only be given as the
result of a detailed and transparent statutory process involving
the consideration of the rights and interests of all affected
parties.
Accordingly, there is no limitation of the property right under
section 20 of the charter act, because any deprivation of
property would be in accordance with law.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the charter act.
Peter Hall, MLC
Minister for Higher Education and Skills

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
On 22 November 1961, the state and Alcoa entered into a
50-year agreement supporting the development of the Point
Henry aluminium smelter and the operation of the power
station and associated coal mine at Anglesea. The agreement
was validated by the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act
1961. The agreement gives Alcoa the right to mine coal in the
leased area.
It was an important agreement in its day and continues to be
so today because the government is committed to the
responsible development of Victoria’s natural resources, and
to attracting more jobs and investment to our state in the
minerals and resources sector.
This bill will further that commitment. It will amend the
mines aluminium agreement and make a series of
amendments to the Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961.
The bill ratifies, validates and approves the mines aluminium
agreement entered into by Alcoa and the state in 1961 by
amending and restating the agreement. It reflects the
extension of the agreement for a further term of 50 years, a
legal option provided to Alcoa by the 1961 agreement and
which Alcoa advised the state of Victoria in 2008 that it is
exercising. The terms set out in the amended agreement
reflect the willing negotiations undertaken by both parties to
achieve long-term benefits for the regional community, the
economy of Victoria, Alcoa’s ongoing operations in this state
and significantly improved environmental outcomes.
Alcoa makes a significant contribution to the Victorian
economy, including annual sales of $1.6 billion and
expenditure of $770 million. It also employs approximately
1550 people and 250 contractors.
New definitions
The amendment agreement updates the plan of the lease area
to correlate with the definitions of ‘leased area’, ‘freehold
land’, ‘purchased land’ and ‘prior land’ and a copy of the plan
will be lodged with the Central Plan Office and accessible to
the public. The amendment agreement amends the definitions
of ‘prior land’ and ‘purchased land’ to provide clarity on
descriptions of these areas of land which are subject to the
agreement. These definitions refer to parcels of land within
the boundary of or adjacent to the leased area that Alcoa
owns. These definitions are largely of historical significance
only. The definition of ‘specified area’ used in the agreement
is a new term introduced into the agreement which refers to
the specific area where mining operations are authorised
under the deemed approved work plan and any area which
has been the subject of an approved mine extension plan.
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requirements that apply to all other coal mines in Victoria and
provide for a clear and transparent regulatory regime that was
not evident under the 1961 agreement.
Key benefits that derive from the adoption of this regulatory
regime include the requirement for a work plan which now
provides a transparent outline of the work to be undertaken in
the next 50 years within the specified area. Future mining
proposals that seek to mine coal outside the specified area will
attract the variation to work plan processes under the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 for the
review of operational and environmental issues.
The application of the rehabilitation provisions ensures that
Alcoa must provide a significant rehabilitation bond and
develop a rehabilitation plan to ensure that the land is
properly rehabilitated after mining work has been completed.
The powers of the state to ensure Alcoa’s compliance with
the deemed work plan are strengthened by the adoption of the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 as
inspectors under the act have powers of entry, seizure, to give
directions, and to execute warrants. Inspectors can also issue
infringement notices and order Alcoa to cease work. No such
powers were available to the state under the 1961 agreement.
Compensation
Alcoa’s obligations to pay compensation to the owner,
occupier or lessee from the Crown of any adjoining land, in
respect of any damage caused by Alcoa under the agreement,
have been retained in preference to the compensation scheme
under the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act
1990. Alcoa regards the latter provisions as involving a
significant and unquantifiable risk, compared to its existing
obligations.
Management of environmental impacts and the Anglesea
Heath
The new agreement provides for a new clause 21D to outline
a process for the assessment of additional significant
environmental impacts beyond the current mine operation.
The 1961 agreement provides only limited references to
environmental issues in relation to the operations of the mine
and does not outline any systematic and comprehensive
approach to the management of environmental issues.

Application of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990

Mining operations to 2016 will occur within the current
detailed mining area and include removing overburden (the
removal of soil lying above the coal resource) and the
underlying coal for approximately 10 hectares of land.
Beyond 2016, the proposed mining operations outlined in the
work plan extend beyond the current mining area into
246 hectares of the adjacent land in stages which provide for
progressive mining and rehabilitation over the next 50 years.
This means that the work plan provides for increased mining
operations over the next 50 years in 246 hectares of the total
leased area of 7145 hectares, or 3.4 per cent. This adjacent
land is currently the subject of a separate cooperative
agreement between Alcoa and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment that provides for the
protection and management of the Anglesea Heath.

Alcoa’s mining operations on the leased area will now be
regulated by the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990, with the exception of that act’s rent
and royalties, and compensation regimes. This will bring the
Alcoa mine largely into line with the compliance

Alcoa has established an environment management system
which includes an environmental policy and plans and
management programs to ensure that activities at Anglesea
are managed to minimise impacts on the environment. The
work plan also includes a mine rehabilitation and closure plan
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and an environmental management plan that addresses water
management, hydrocarbon and waste management, dust and
noise control and provides for the preparation of a regular
environment improvement plan. The community engagement
plan outlines a process for identifying community issues and
documentation of stakeholder engagement.
Victoria’s native vegetation management framework for
action applies to mines established since the introduction of
the framework in 2002. As the Alcoa Anglesea mine predates
the framework, it does not apply to Alcoa’s current mining
operations. Accordingly, Alcoa has no legal obligation to
comply with the framework in the work plan endorsed by the
Department of Primary Industries for the next 50 years of
mining activity. However, the maintenance of the Anglesea
Heath area (outside the specified area to which the work plan
applies) by Alcoa provides an implicit offset to the mining
operations within the specified area. Further, if Alcoa decides
to undertake work outside the specified area, then Alcoa will
be required to comply with native vegetation offsets.
Clause 21D will give Alcoa and the community certainty as
to how additional significant environmental impacts will be
assessed and provides the Victorian government and
community with a transparent process that has not previously
existed under the 1961 agreement.
The process in clause 21D is modelled on an environmental
assessment process applied to mine expansions under
section 42A of the Mineral Resources (Sustainable
Development) Act 1990 where planning permits are not
required for some work variations. In a broader context, this
process will form part of a wider assessment undertaken by
the Department of Primary Industries in relation to Alcoa’s
work plan to assess all the implications of the mine expansion
proposal consistent with the approach adopted for all other
mines in Victoria.
A key element of the proposed process is that it provides for
interdepartmental consultation regarding the potential for
additional significant environmental impacts of any proposed
future mine expansion. The outcome of this preliminary
consultation is to provide feedback to Alcoa and enable
refinement of a proposal for a mine extension including its
environmental management. Advice must also be sought
from the minister responsible for the Environment Effects Act
1978 concerning the proposal. If this advice confirms
potential for additional significant environmental impacts, the
process provides for the Minister for Planning to require
Alcoa to prepare an environmental impact and management
report. This report and related consultation together with
relevant expert advice would underpin an assessment of the
proposal by the Minister for Planning.
The assessment also informs a decision on the mine extension
proposal and conditions that might be imposed in the work
plan other than conditions that are inconsistent with the
company’s rights under the agreement.
As part of the broader environmental management strategy of
which the mines aluminium agreement is a part, Alcoa has
also agreed to review the Anglesea Heath Cooperative Land
Management Agreement 2000 which focuses on the
management of the Anglesea Heath in the area not being
mined by Alcoa.
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Technical and other amendments
The bill also makes a number of technical amendments. For
example, the bill amends the Mines (Aluminium Agreement)
Act 1961 to include a new definition of the term ‘reserve
area’. This term is currently used in section 5 and section 6 of
the act, and is defined by reference to the definition included
in the agreement. However, the agreement will no longer
include a definition of this term when the amendment
agreement comes into effect. In order to overcome this
problem, the term will be defined as having the meaning that
it had in the act immediately before the commencement of the
bill so that the current definition is effectively preserved. The
bill also updates legislative references to other acts and
deletes provisions that are no longer applicable.
The bill makes it clear that the Occupational Health and
Safety Act 2004 applies to Alcoa’s Anglesea mining
operations in the same manner that the act applies to all other
mines in Victoria. There has been some uncertainty about the
status of the Anglesea mine in the past because the term
‘mine’ in the relevant occupational health and safety
regulations was previously defined as a place at which work
is done under a mining licence granted under the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990. Alcoa does
not have a mining licence under the act as its right to mine is
conferred by the agreement. This amendment to the
agreement ensures that consistent obligations are imposed on
the Alcoa Anglesea operation to protect the health and safety
of all workers.
The bill gives effect to clauses 21A and 21B of the
agreement. Clause 21A provides that the work plan prepared
by Alcoa and endorsed by the Department of Primary
Industries is deemed to be an approved work plan under the
Mines (Aluminium Agreement) Act 1961 and that Alcoa is
also deemed to have a work authority. Deeming an agreed
work plan to exist at the commencement of the agreement
balances the state’s objective of ensuring that the Mineral
Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 applies to
Alcoa’s future mining operations, while giving Alcoa
adequate certainty that its existing right to mine under the
agreement is maintained and the validity of such rights is not
disturbed. This also forms the basis for the environmental
review process to apply to the specified area to which the
work plan applies.
Clause 21B provides that for the avoidance of doubt the
Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 applies as far as reasonably
practicable to Alcoa’s Anglesea mining operations.
Clause 21B makes a clear statement regarding the value of
indigenous cultural heritage to the state of Victoria and the
bill requires Alcoa to prepare a cultural heritage management
plan before any mining activity authorised by the work plan is
undertaken except where the area has been subject to previous
significant ground disturbance.
The bill also includes a new section 7A in the principal act
that enables Alcoa to apply to the minister for approval to
compulsorily acquire an interest in land for the purposes of
the agreement. This provision has been inserted to preserve
Alcoa’s existing rights under the agreement. The agreement
currently refers to powers of compulsory acquisition
contained in section 26 of the State Electricity Commission
Act 1958. That section has been repealed, and the new
section 7A of the principal act effectively replicates what was
previously in section 26 of the State Electricity Commission
Act 1958.
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The bill also repeals the Mines (Aluminium Agreement)
(Brown Coal Royalties) Act 2005 which has never come into
operation. This act was passed by the Parliament on the
understanding that it would not come into operation without
Alcoa’s agreement being obtained to amendments that sought
to increase the royalties paid commensurate with the royalties
paid by the other coal mines in Victoria. Alcoa has never
agreed to an increase in royalties for the coal resource
removed from the Anglesea mine. The negotiations to extend
the current agreement resulted in the current royalty rate
remaining unchanged, unless Alcoa uses coal mined from the
leased area to generate electricity at a time when it is no
longer operating its aluminium smelters at either Point Henry
or Portland. If that happens, then the royalty rates under the
Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990 will
apply. In return for the royalty rate remaining unchanged, the
state has secured Alcoa’s acceptance that the mine will be
subject to regulation under the Mineral Resources
(Sustainable Development) Act 1990 which includes a
significant rehabilitation bond, and the application of a
significant environmental impacts review process for future
mine expansions.
The agreement and bill will provide a legal framework for the
future development of coal resources at Anglesea that will
contribute to the economy of Victoria and provide for
significantly improved environmental and socially sustainable
development including for our rural and regional
communities. Through the agreement, and the application of
the Mineral Resources (Sustainable Development) Act 1990,
the regulatory framework that applies to mining operations in
Victoria will now complete its coverage to provide a
consistent regulatory framework for all coal mines in
Victoria.
The bill reflects the government’s ongoing commitment to the
sustainable development of Victoria’s mineral resources.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

PUBLIC INTEREST MONITOR BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations)
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
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In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (the charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Public Interest
Monitor Bill 2011 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of the bill is to establish a principal public
interest monitor and deputy public interest monitors (PIMs).
The object of the bill is to provide a further safeguard for
applications for:
surveillance device warrants by Victoria Police, the
Office of Police Integrity (OPI), the departments of
primary industries and sustainability and environment,
and the Australian Crime Commission under the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999;
a retrieval warrant, an assistance order and an approval
of an emergency authorisation for surveillance devices;
telecommunications interception warrants by Victoria
Police and the Office of Police Integrity under the
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) 1979
(cth);
covert search warrants, preventative detention orders
and prohibited contact orders by Victoria Police under
the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003;
coercive powers orders by Victoria Police under the
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004; and
an extension, variation, renewal or revocation of an
order, warrant or approval for these powers.
Surveillance device warrants and retrieval warrants are made
under the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 (SD act) and
authorise the placement and retrieval of surveillance devices.
Victoria Police and the OPI’s power to intercept telephone
communications is provided for under the
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act 1979
(cth). Victoria Police and the OPI are declared eligible
authorities for the purposes of an application for a warrant
authorising telecommunications interception. The Victorian
Telecommunications (Interception) (State Provisions) Act
1988 imposes additional procedural requirements on Victoria
Police and the OPI in relation to telecommunications
interceptions.
The PIM will also be present at applications under part 2 and
2A of the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003 (TCP
act). Part 2 and 2A powers include:
covert search warrants, allowing a search to be
conducted without the knowledge of the owner and/or
occupier of a premises;
preventative detention orders, allowing for the detention
of a specified suspect for a period of time; and
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prohibited contact orders, allowing the authorised
agency to prohibit a specified person from contacting
other specified persons.

The PIM will also be present in all applications, extensions
and variations of coercive powers orders under part 2 of the
Major Crime (Investigative Provisions) Act 2004 (MCIP act).
A PIM will appear at hearings for these powers to test the
content and sufficiency of the information relied on and the
circumstances of the application. Further to this function, the
role of the PIMs includes:
to ask questions of any person giving information in
relation to the application; and
to make submissions as to the appropriateness of
granting the application.
The PIMs will also have the functions conferred on them by
any other act or law.
Human rights issues
1.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

Privacy and reputation (section 13 of the charter act)
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that individuals have
a right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. The right to privacy concerns a person’s
‘private sphere’, which should be free from government
intervention or excessive unsolicited intervention by other
individuals. An interference with privacy will not be unlawful
provided it is permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. Interference will not be arbitrary, provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances and are in accordance with the provisions, aims
and objectives of the charter act.
Clauses 23, 31, 43 and 44 amend the SD act, TISP act, TCP
act and MCIP act to require that the PIM be provided with a
copy of the relevant application and any supporting affidavit
and other material. These documents may contain personal
information collected by investigators that would previously
have been made known only to law enforcement officers,
integrity officers and judicial officers hearing the application.
Increasing the distribution of this information to include a
PIM engages the right to privacy and reputation. However,
personal information shared with PIMs will be protected by
strict confidentiality obligations. Clause 17 of the bill
provides that a PIM must not disclose any information
obtained in the course of his or her role, except in the
performance of his or her functions as a PIM. A breach of this
obligation constitutes an offence.
I consider that clauses 23, 31, 43 and 44 do not constitute a
limitation, interference or restriction on the right to privacy. A
PIM’s entitlement to receive applications for these powers
and supporting material is an arrangement that will be lawful,
will not be arbitrary, and is appropriately circumscribed by
confidentiality obligations outlined above. For the reasons
stated, I consider that there is no limitation on the right to
privacy under section 13 of the charter act.
The engagement with the right to privacy must be considered
in light of the public interest purpose of the bill. The bill
establishes the PIM as a further safeguard to help ensure that
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particular warrants, orders and approvals for law enforcement
purposes are granted only in appropriate cases. As
applications for these powers are usually considered at ex
parte hearings, the introduction of the PIM to consider
applications and act as a contradictor (where appropriate)
enhances the right to a fair hearing.
Right to a fair hearing (section 24 of the charter act)
Section 24 of the charter act holds that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. It also holds that all judgements or decisions
made by a court or tribunal in a criminal or civil proceeding
must be made public, unless exceptions apply including that a
law other than the charter act otherwise permits. Section 24
deals with the right to a fair hearing, incorporating principles
of procedural fairness. Procedural fairness concerns the extent
to which the procedures of a hearing protect the rights of the
parties, such as the right of a party to be provided a
reasonable opportunity to present his or her case under
conditions that do not place that party at a substantial
disadvantage vis-a-vis his or her opponent.
Warrants, orders and approvals issued in ex parte hearings
occur in the absence of the affected party. Material gained
under some of these powers could be used in criminal
proceedings. The PIM will be able to make submissions on an
application in the public interest, offering additional comfort
that decisions to grant these powers have been informed by
the PIM’s submissions on the merits of the application. This
therefore promotes the right to a fair hearing.
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill establishes public interest monitors to provide
important checks and balances on the use of significant covert
investigations and coercive powers in Victoria.
Covert investigations and coercive powers, such as
surveillance devices, telecommunications interceptions,
covert searches, preventative detention, prohibited contact
orders and coercive power orders are among the most
intrusive powers available to integrity and law enforcement
bodies in Victoria.
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Strong accountability measures should exist for the use of
such significant powers. It is critical that the Victorian
community has full confidence that applications for covert
investigation and coercive powers are subject to optimal
safeguards and oversight.
The recent report of the Victorian Ombudsman, Investigation
into the Office of Police Integrity’s Handling of a Complaint,
has expressed concerns about the oversight of
telecommunications interception powers and recommended
the introduction of measures to ensure there is merits-based
assessment of telecommunications interceptions in Victoria.
In that report the Ombudsman states:
There appears to be a considerable gap in oversight
arrangements in relation to the use of telecommunication
interception powers in Victoria. (paragraph 35)
This gap in accountability with regard to
telecommunication interception has been recognised in
some other states. (paragraph 39)
The measures taken or being considered in New South
Wales and Queensland are measures that may be of
assistance in ensuring that there is an effective
merits-based assessment of telecommunication
interceptions in Victoria. In this regard, I recommend
that consideration be given to developing appropriate
measures to allow the merit of telecommunication
interceptions to be assessed and monitored in Victoria.
(paragraph 44)
The government has taken swift action to help ensure that
applications for the use of such powers are tested in the public
interest, through the introduction of public interest monitors.
The bill provides for public interest monitors to have a role at
hearings of applications for these powers. At the application
hearing, a public interest monitor will represent the public
interest by testing the content and sufficiency of material
relied upon in the application and the circumstances of that
application.
The government has long been on the record about the need
to ensure integrity and law enforcement bodies are subject to
robust oversight. Consultation has highlighted the importance
of ensuring the use of these significant powers is scrutinised
carefully. Public interest monitors will assist state and federal
judicial officers and Administrative Appeals Tribunal (AAT)
members to provide that scrutiny at the time of applications
are sought. This will give Victorians confidence that the
content and sufficiency of material relied upon in support of
the application is vigorously tested.
In 2010 alone, Victoria Police and the OPI made
424 applications for telecommunications interception
warrants. None of these applications was refused.
Applications for telephone interception warrants were
routinely heard by members of the AAT; records show that in
the last three years not a single application by a Victorian
agency has been refused.
The figures for surveillance device warrants tell a similar
story. Over the last three years, 2007–08, 2008–09 and
2009–10, there were 423 applications for surveillance device
warrants made by Victoria Police and the OPI, and only two
were refused.
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These applications are heard ex parte, without the knowledge
of the target of the covert power and without the opportunity
to appear at hearings for an application. Public interest
monitors will be entitled to appear at hearings of these
applications, to test the material on which they are based, in
the public interest.
Public interest monitors will offer additional comfort that
decisions to grant these powers have been informed by public
interest monitors’ submissions as to the appropriateness of the
application. Public interest monitors will assist the relevant
judges, magistrates or AAT members by appearing at the
hearings of applications for these powers. Public interest
monitors will provide increased accountability for integrity
and law enforcement agencies.
The bill introduces public interest monitors into application
processes by amending the Surveillance Devices Act 1999,
Telecommunications (Interception) (State Provisions) Act
1988, Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003, and the
Major Crime (Investigative Powers) Act 2004.
The telecommunications interception powers regime is
governed by commonwealth legislation. Introduction of
public interest monitors into the application process will
require amendments to commonwealth legislation. The
government has notified the federal Attorney-General about
this important legislation. Officers from the Victorian
Department of Justice will progress this issue with the federal
Attorney-General’s department as a matter of priority to
ensure public interest monitors are authorised to attend
hearings for applications for telecommunications interception
warrants as soon as possible.
Public interest monitors performing substantially similar
functions have existed in Queensland since 1998 and in the
Australian Capital Territory in relation to terrorism offences
since 2005.
The key aspects of the Public Interest Monitor Bill 2011 are
as follows:
Functions
Public interest monitors will have a role prior to, and at
hearings of, applications for:
surveillance device warrants, retrieval warrants,
assistance orders, and approvals of emergency
authorisations by Victoria Police, the OPI, the
departments of primary industries and sustainability and
environment, and the Australian Crime Commission
(when applying for warrants regulated under Victorian
legislation) under the Surveillance Devices Act 1999;
telecommunications interception warrants by Victoria
Police and the OPI under the Commonwealth
Telecommunications (Interception and Access)
Act 1979 (subject to other necessary commonwealth
legislative amendments);
covert search warrants, preventative detention orders,
and prohibited contact orders by Victoria Police under
the Terrorism (Community Protection) Act 2003; and
coercive powers orders by Victoria Police, for the chief
examiner, under the Major Crime (Investigative Powers)
Act 2004.
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Public interest monitors will also have a role at applications
for extensions, variations and revocations of such warrants.
At a hearing, a public interest monitor will be able to ask
questions of any person providing information about the
application. A public interest monitor will make submissions
to the judge, magistrate or AAT member on the
appropriateness of the application.
Public interest monitors will appear at applications made by
the OPI, and subsequently the IBAC when it is authorised to
apply for such warrants.
Requirement to notify
An officer of an integrity or law enforcement body will be
required to notify a public interest monitor about an
application to exercise one of these powers. This obligation
includes giving a public interest monitor a copy of the
application and any affidavit.
The bill amends the enabling acts under which these powers
may be applied for to introduce a positive obligation on an
applicant to provide full disclosure of all matters relevant that
are adverse to the application. A breach of this obligation to
provide full disclosure will be an offence. The offence
highlights the critical role of public interest monitors, and the
importance of the applicant providing all information to the
public interest monitor as part of the application process. The
offence will not be a strict liability offence — it will require a
knowing or reckless failure.
Principal public interest monitor and deputy public
interest monitors
There will be one principal public interest monitor, who will
be supported by deputy public interest monitors. Public
interest monitors must be Australian legal practitioners. The
principal public interest monitor may issue guidelines about
how the deputy public interest monitors perform their
functions.
It is necessary that, in performing their functions, public
interest monitors act independently and avoid any conflicts of
interest. Therefore a person will be ineligible for appointment
if they are a member of the Parliament of the commonwealth
or a state or territory, or the Director of Public Prosecutions,
Solicitor for Public Prosecutions, any person appointed under
the Public Prosecutions Act 1994, or employed in, or
seconded to, the Office of Public Prosecutions.
In addition, a public interest monitor must not be employed in
or by, or seconded to, any body that is eligible to apply for
any of the warrants, orders and approvals specified in the act.

COUNCIL

Thursday, 10 November 2011

by each agency at which a public interest monitor appeared,
the number of orders made, warrants issued or authorisations
approved on applications by each agency, the number of
applications made by telephone, and the number of
applications by each agency that were refused or withdrawn.
The inaugural principal public interest monitor and deputy
public interest monitors will be appointed by the Governor in
Council as soon as possible following passage of the
legislation.
Covert investigation and coercive powers are significant
powers. Strong accountability measures should exist for the
use of significant powers. It is critical that the Victorian
community has full confidence that applications for covert
investigation and coercive powers are subject to optimal
safeguards and accountability. This is why we are
establishing the office of public interest monitor.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

SEX WORK AND OTHER ACTS
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for
Planning) on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by
leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. M. J. GUY (Minister for Planning),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Sex Work and
Other Acts Amendment Bill 2011.

A public interest monitor must avoid any actual or potential
conflict of interest, and may declare that he or she is unable to
carry out the functions of a public interest monitor in a
particular case if a potential or actual conflict arises. They will
also be subject to strong obligations of confidentiality to
ensure that sensitive information remains confidential.

In my opinion, the Sex Work and Other Acts Amendment
Bill 2011, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is
compatible with the human rights protected by the charter act.
I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this statement.

Reporting

The purposes of this bill are to:

The principal public interest monitor will report annually to
the minister on the performance of the functions of all public
interest monitors. The minister will cause the report to be laid
before Parliament within 14 sitting days of receiving it. The
report will include the total number of applications at which a
public interest monitor appeared, the number of applications

Overview of bill

assign and clarify responsibility for monitoring,
investigation and enforcement of provisions of the Sex
Work Act 1994;
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continue the ban on street prostitution by extending the
operation of the banning notice regime in part 2A of the
Sex Work Act 1994 for a further two years;

Emergency Services in relation to the operation of part 2A,
demonstrating the continued trial nature of this scheme and
commitment to monitoring its effects on the community.

enhance Victoria Police’s role in investigating and
prosecuting the owners of brothels operating without a
permit under the Planning and Environment Act 1987;

As the scheme is being extended for a period of time that is
proportional to its original duration, I consider that this
amendment is compatible with the charter act.

tighten restrictions on persons with serious criminal
backgrounds entering the sex work industry;

2.

amend the Confiscation Act 1997 to broaden the range
of offences relating to illegal sex work to which that act
will apply;
amend the Confiscation Amendment Act 2010 in
relation to declarations of property interests and
applications for exclusion from civil forfeiture, and to
extend the default commencement day of that act; and
make other miscellaneous amendments.
Human rights issues
1.
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Extension of banning notice regime in part 2A of the
Sex Work Act 1994

Part 2A of the Sex Work Act 1994 provides for the issue of
banning notices against persons reasonably suspected of
inviting or soliciting street sex work in a declared area.
Part 2A was inserted by part 11 of the Justice Legislation
Further Amendment Act 2010, and commenced operation on
1 January 2011. Under section 21M of the Sex Work Act
1994, part 2A is due to sunset on 1 January 2012.
Clause 15 of the bill amends section 21M to continue the
operation of part 2A until the third anniversary of its
commencement, 1 January 2014.
Right to freedom of movement (section 12)
The banning notice regime limits the right to freedom of
movement in section 12 of the charter act, by providing police
members with the power to issue a banning notice which
excludes a person from entering a declared area for the period
specified in the notice (which cannot exceed 72 hours). An
area is declared by the Minister if the Minister is satisfied that
conduct contrary to sections 12 or 13 of the Sex Work Act
1994 frequently occurs in the area. The notice can only be
issued if a police member suspects on reasonable grounds that
a person is committing, or has committed, an offence under
section 12(2)(b) of the Sex Work Act 1994 and the giving of
a banning notice may be effective in preventing or deterring
the person from committing a further relevant offence. No
notice can be issued if there are reasonable grounds for
believing that the person lives or works in the declared area,
and only one notice can be given per offence. The purpose of
the regime is to reduce the detrimental impact of street sex
work in residential areas caused by certain persons not
complying with the prohibition on soliciting another person.
The extension of the operation of the banning notice regime
does not change the operation of the scheme, engage new
rights or effect new limits on rights. The banning notice
regime is being extended as the original one-year period of
operation was insufficient to assess the impact of the notice
regime. Clause 14 will amend section 21L of the Sex Work
Act 1994 to require the Chief Commissioner of Police to
submit an annual report to the Minister for Police and

Entry to premises

Clause 9 inserts new sections 78A, 78B and 78C into the Sex
Work Act 1994 to provide for new search powers for police
members in respect of suspected brothels.
New section 78A provides for the granting of a warrant by a
magistrate for police members to search premises where there
are reasonable grounds to suspect that the premises are being
used for the operation of a brothel in contravention of
section 126 of the Planning and Environment Act 1987. New
section 78B provides for entry without a search warrant
where the chief commissioner, outside of office hours,
believes on reasonable grounds that the premises are being
used for the purpose of the operation of a brothel in
contravention of section 126 of the Planning and
Environment Act 1987 and that relevant evidence is likely to
be lost if entry to the premises is delayed until a search
warrant is obtained.
These new powers engage the right to privacy in section 13 of
the charter act.
Right to privacy (section 13)
Section 13(1) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with.
To the extent that the search of premises in these situations
interferes with a person’s privacy, the interference will be
lawful and not arbitrary. The interference will only occur in
confined situations where a magistrate is satisfied that
reasonable grounds exist to suspect a relevant offence is being
committed. In regards to the power to search without warrant,
this will only operate in situations of urgency when a search
outside office hours is necessary to prevent relevant evidence
being lost. Such a search must be authorised by the Chief
Commissioner of Police and the relevant grounds set out in
writing. New section 78C prevents this power from being
misused by obligating a court to rule inadmissible any
evidence obtained if the necessary requirements to authorise
the search were not complied with.
Accordingly, I consider that the powers do not limit the right
to privacy in the charter act.
3.

Expansion of offences to which court-ordered
forfeiture powers apply

Clause 16 substitutes a new clause 17 in schedule 1 to the
Confiscation Act 1997 to expand the range of offences under
the Sex Work Act 1994 that are triggering offences for a
charge-based restraining order or a discretionary
conviction-based forfeiture order under the Confiscation Act
1997.
Currently, all indictable offences under the Sex Work Act
1994 and the summary offence of operating as an unlicensed
sex work service provider contrary to section 22(1A) are
triggering offences in schedule 1 to the Confiscation Act
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1997. The inclusion of an offence in schedule 1 means that, if
the relevant requirements are satisfied, the Director of Public
Prosecutions can make an application to the court for the
discretionary forfeiture of tainted property under section 32 of
the Confiscation Act 1997 within six months of the date of
conviction for a schedule 1 offence. The director may also
apply for a restraining order over certain property when a
person has been or is about to be charged with a schedule 1 or
schedule 2 offence.
The bill will expand schedule 1 to include the following
summary offences under the Sex Work Act 1994:
advertising sex work services contrary to section 17(1)
to (4); and
carrying on a business as a sex work service provider
with an unlicensed partner under section 57.
The Confiscation Act 1997 provides for the confiscation of
the proceeds and instruments of crime and property suspected
to be tainted in relation to serious criminal activity. The
regime, by its nature, engages a number of charter act rights
as it contains strong powers that are primarily directed at
confiscating persons’ property. However, the strong powers
are balanced by a range of appropriate safeguards designed to
protect the individual rights of persons who may be subject to
the scheme.
The addition of new offences to schedule 1 does not amend
the operation of the scheme, engage new rights or effect new
limits on rights. The inclusion of these offences is consistent
with other offences already included in schedule 1 to the
Confiscation Act 1997 that relate to unlawful advertising or
unlicensed operation in other regulated industries such as
gambling and fishing. It is appropriate for the purposes of
deterrence and disgorging ill-gotten gains that the courts have
discretionary power, subject to safeguards and satisfying the
necessary criteria set out in the Confiscation Act 1997, to
restrain and forfeit property from which a person has profited
whilst engaging in unlawful activity in the regulated sex work
industry.
Accordingly, I consider the addition of these new offences to
schedule 1 of the Confiscation Act 1997 to be compatible
with the charter act.
4.

Expansion of offences to which automatic forfeiture
and civil forfeiture powers apply

The Confiscation Act 1997 provides for automatic forfeiture
following conviction and civil forfeiture powers in relation to
a number of indictable offences under the Sex Work Act 1994
relating to the provision of sexual services by children and
carrying on a business as a sex work service provider without
a licence or in breach of a licence, where specified monetary
values are involved in the offence.
Clause 17 inserts new clauses 2(ba) to (bd) into schedule 2 to
the Confiscation Act 1997 to expand the automatic and civil
forfeiture powers under the Confiscation Act 1997 to apply to
the following indictable offences under the Crimes Act 1958:
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aggravated deceptive recruiting for commercial sexual
services contrary to section 60AE.

The offences will trigger automatic or civil forfeiture if the
value of the commercial benefit obtained or intended to be
obtained from commercial sexual services is over a minimum
threshold amount, which is set at $50 000 in the case of one
offence or $75 000 in the case of more than one offence. This
high threshold confines the operation of these forms of
forfeiture to more serious criminality.
The automatic and civil forfeiture powers engage a number of
charter act rights; however, as discussed above, the addition
of new offences to schedule 2 does not amend the operation
of the scheme, engage new rights or effect new limits on
rights.
The automatic and civil forfeiture powers operate in defined
and specific circumstances, and serve important policy
objectives in confiscating property used in, or derived from,
serious illegal activity relating to sexual servitude or
deceptive recruiting for commercial sexual services. These
powers operate amid a range of safeguards that may modify
or exclude the operation of these powers depending on the
circumstances of a particular case. These safeguards include
the right for the accused and other persons to seek to exclude
property from the operation of restraint or forfeiture on
specified grounds. The court also has broad powers to modify
the operation of restraining orders and, in the case of civil
forfeiture, powers to make appropriate orders to address
hardship.
I consider that the inclusion of these offences in schedule 2 to
the Confiscation Act 1997 is compatible with the charter act
and consistent with other offences already included in
schedule 2 relating to commercial benefit obtained from the
provision of sexual services by a child or carrying on business
as a sex work service provider without licence or in breach of
licence.
5.

Repeal of power to defer declaration of property
interests

Section 19A of the Confiscation Act 1997 imposes an
obligation on a person believed to have an interest in property
that has been restrained for confiscation purposes to give a
declaration as to their own and others’ interest in that
property. This assists in identifying interests in property that
may be subject to confiscation and persons who may wish to
defend confiscation proceedings.
Clause 20 of the bill will repeal section 9 of the Confiscation
Amendment Act 2010, which was to insert new section 19BA
into the Confiscation Act 1997 on 1 January 2012. This new
section was to provide the court with power to defer a
person’s obligation to give a declaration of property if giving
that information was likely to prejudice that person’s criminal
trial.

aggravated sexual servitude contrary to section 60AC;

Clause 21 of the bill will amend section 49 of the
Confiscation Amendment Act 2010 to repeal new
section 36Q, which was to be inserted into the Confiscation
Act 1997 on 1 January 2012, to provide for an equivalent
power in relation to a person’s obligation to give a declaration
of property where that property is subject to a civil forfeiture
restraining order.

deceptive recruiting for commercial sexual services
contrary to section 60AD; and

As these provisions were to operate as a protection against
self-incrimination, the repeal engages the right not to be

sexual servitude contrary to section 60AB;
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compelled to testify against oneself in section 25(2)(k) of the
charter act.

prosecution in matters involving both confiscation and
criminal proceedings.

Right not to be compelled to testify (section 25(2)(k))

Accordingly, I consider that this amendment is compatible
with the right not to be compelled to testify in
section 25(2)(k) of the charter act.

Section 25(2)(k) provides that a person must not be
compelled to testify against himself or herself or to confess
guilt. In its application to criminal proceedings, this right
encompasses the privilege against self-incrimination. The
obligation to declare an interest in tainted property engages
the protection against self-incrimination as there is potential
for such information to be used against a person in a criminal
proceeding, for example where a person has been charged
with an offence and a restraining order is made. This is
heightened by the fact that the Director of Public Prosecutions
is the body charged with bringing both criminal and
confiscation proceedings.
Sections 19BA and 36Q are being repealed due to concern
that the right to apply to defer giving a declaration of property
interests may result in persons making spurious applications
to the court to defer their provision of a declaration of
property interests. It is considered that this will hinder
confiscation proceedings, and that unnecessary time and
resources will be expended in defending such applications.
While the repeal weakens the level of protection against
self-incrimination in the scheme, I am of the opinion that
there are still adequate safeguards in place to preserve the
protection against self-incrimination in these circumstances.
Section 12 of the Confiscation Amendment Act 2010 inserts
new section 19E into the Confiscation Act 1997 which will
come into operation on 1 April 2012. This new section
expands the scope of the existing protection against
self-incrimination to include both direct and derivative
immunity. This means that any information, document or
other thing obtained as a direct or indirect consequence of
making a statement in a declaration of property interests will
not be admissible in evidence against that person except in a
proceeding under the Confiscation Act 1997 or a proceeding
for perjury. The act also inserts similar protections for civil
forfeiture proceedings.
While a direct and derivative immunity should be sufficient in
itself to preserve the privilege against self-incrimination, there
is a fair trial concern regarding a situation where a person has
been charged with an offence and is then questioned by the
prosecution during the course of proceedings under the
Confiscation Act 1997. While no direct or derivative evidence
arising from a statement made in a declaration of property
interests can be admitted in the subsequent criminal
proceeding, there is the possibility that a parallel inquiry may
occur, which can impact on the fairness of the criminal
proceedings through the prosecution having the opportunity
to obtain a declaration of property interests which may also be
relevant to the concurrent criminal proceedings.
In my opinion, the nature of the information required by a
declaration of property interests is such that provision of the
information would be unlikely to incriminate the person, or
provide the prosecution with any unfair forensic advantage. In
any event, the existing protections at common law are
sufficient to safeguard against any unfairness resulting out of
such circumstances. The court has the power to prevent an
abuse of power through any improper interference with the
due administration of justice or contempt of court, which will
prevent any residual forensic advantage being held by the

6.

Test for exclusion from civil forfeiture

Section 49 of the Confiscation Amendment Act 2010
substitutes a new part 4 in the Confiscation Act 1997 that
brings together and substantially re-enacts the civil forfeiture
powers in that act. These amendments were due to commence
on 1 January 2012.
Clauses 22 and 23 of the bill modify the above amendments
to change the matters that a person must show in order to
exclude an interest from restraint for civil forfeiture or a civil
forfeiture order under sections 24 or 54 of the Confiscation
Act 1997. The test for exclusion substituted by the
Confiscation Amendment Act 2010 requires the applicant to
satisfy the court, amongst other things, that the applicant did
not have knowledge of the offence, was not wilfully blind as
to the offence or did not condone or permit the offence. It is
considered that such a test is flawed and will raise evidential
difficulties in practice in defending an exclusion application.
The bill substitutes the current test that currently exists in the
Confiscation Act 1997 into the Confiscation Amendment Act
2010, which requires the applicant to satisfy the court,
amongst other things, that the applicant was not, in any way,
involved in the commission of the offence.
By changing the test for exclusion to require a person to prove
a lack of involvement in the offence, this engages the right to
presumption of innocence in section 25(1) of the charter act
and the right not to be tried or punished more than once in
section 26 of the charter act in the particular situation where
civil forfeiture proceedings are brought against a person
acquitted of an offence.
Right to presumption of innocence (section 25(1))
Right not to be tried or punished more than once (section 26)
Section 25 of the charter act provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law. Section 26 provides that
a person must not be tried or punished more than once for an
offence in respect of which he or she has already been finally
convicted or acquitted in accordance with law.
The nature of the exclusion order provisions means that a
court may be required to determine whether an applicant for
an exclusion order (including a person acquitted of criminal
charges) engaged in unlawful activity.
In my view, this does not infringe either the right to be
presumed innocent or the right against double jeopardy.
The Victorian civil forfeiture proceedings are in rem civil
proceedings, which means an application is made in respect
of property, rather than being directed toward a particular
person. The purposes of the scheme are remedial and
preventative, as opposed to punitive, and the proceedings are
not aimed at establishing the guilt of any individual. Any
inquiry into the conduct of an individual only arises on the
application for exclusion and the test requires an applicant to
prove that they were not involved in the offence in any way,
which is a different issue to whether the person had
committed the offence.
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I acknowledge that the European Court of Human Rights has
taken a very broad view of the scope of the right to be
presumed innocent in the European Convention on Human
Rights. In Geerings v. Netherlands (2008) 46 EHRR 49, the
court held that the right was engaged in forfeiture proceedings
where the defendant had been acquitted of some, but not all,
charges and the forfeiture scheme required the prosecutor to
establish a prima facie case that the defendant had committed
an offence.
In my view the scheme of the Confiscation Act is
distinguishable from the Dutch forfeiture scheme considered
by the European Court of Human Rights, which was more in
the nature of in personam proceedings targeting specific
persons and which required proof of a criminal offence.
Further, I consider that the broader interpretation of the right
by the European court is not appropriate to Victoria. In
Australia, it is well established that an acquittal for a criminal
offence does not prevent subsequent civil proceedings being
issued against a person in respect of the same acts or conduct
that was the subject of criminal proceedings. That is because
different matters are at issue and different standards of proof
apply.
Accordingly, I consider this amendment to be compatible
with the charter act.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities Act 2006, because, to the
extent that some provisions may limit human rights, those
limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free
and democratic society.
Hon. Matthew Guy, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Sex Work and Other Acts Amendment Bill 2011
implements a suite of reforms to the Sex Work Act 1994 and
the Confiscation Act 1997, in line with government
commitments made prior to the 2010 election.
The bill delivers on the government’s commitments to make
Victoria Police the lead agency for the enforcement of laws
relating to the sex work industry to ensure that appropriate
attention is paid to the removal of criminal elements, and to
amend legislation regulating the sex industry to minimise and,
where possible, eliminate any uncertainties as to enforcement
responsibility.
The bill does this by amending the Sex Work Act to clarify
the division of enforcement responsibilities between Victoria
Police and Consumer Affairs Victoria.
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Section 86(1) of the Sex Work Act currently provides that
proceedings for an offence against the act may only be
brought by the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria, a
person authorised by the director, or a member of the police
force. Section 26 of the act sets out the functions of the
director of Consumer Affairs Victoria.
The bill amends section 86 of the Sex Work Act to make
Victoria Police the lead enforcement agency for the
enforcement of laws relating to the sex work industry, by
providing that, subject to new section 86(1A), proceedings for
an offence against the act may only be brought by a police
member. New section 86(1A) provides that the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria may bring proceedings for an
offence against a provision referred to in section 26(a), which
is also amended by the bill.
Together, the amendments to sections 86 and 26 make it clear
that Victoria Police is the only enforcement agency that can
bring proceedings in relation to banning notices for street sex
work under part 2A and planning controls on brothels under
part 4, and to deal with illegal brothels through proscription
orders under part 5 of the Sex Work Act. Victoria Police will
also be the lead enforcement agency regarding offences under
part 2 of that Act, though Consumer Affairs Victoria will
retain powers to bring proceedings for offences against
sections 11A, 17, 18A, 19, 20 and 21, as these are particularly
relevant to the activities of businesses carried on by licensed
sex work service providers.
Consumer Affairs Victoria will remain primarily responsible
for monitoring the compliance of individuals licensed under
the Sex Work Act. The bill ensures that Consumer Affairs
Victoria retains powers to bring proceedings for offences
relating to the licensing scheme for sex work service
providers set out in part 3 of the Sex Work Act. It should be
noted, however, that Victoria Police will have the sole power
to enforce the offences of carrying on business as a sex work
service provider without holding a licence, or assisting in the
commission of such an offence.
In addition to the requirement that sex work service providers
obtain a licence to operate their business under the Sex Work
Act, planning schemes require those using or developing land
for the purposes of a brothel to obtain a permit under the
Planning and Environment Act 1987. It is an offence under
section 126(1) of that act to use or develop land in
contravention of a planning scheme or permit.
Local government will continue to have authority and
responsibility for enforcing planning laws where brothels are
operating in breach of planning requirements, for example
where a planning scheme or conditions of a planning permit
are being contravened.
However, as the lead agency for enforcement of laws relating
to the sex work industry, Victoria Police should be able to
take appropriate action where premises are being used to
operate a brothel without the requisite planning permit. The
bill therefore amends the Sex Work Act to provide police
members with specific entry powers where there are
reasonable grounds to believe that premises are being used for
the purpose of the operation of a brothel where there is not in
force, for those premises, the requisite planning permit. These
entry powers are subject to tight restrictions.
Section 80 of the Sex Work Act is amended to clarify that an
authorised member of the police force may apply to the
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Magistrates Court for a proscription order under section 80 of
the Sex Work Act on the grounds that premises are being
used as a brothel without the requisite planning permit.
Currently, a police member’s ability to make such an
application is restricted.
The bill also amends section 80 to clarify that evidence that
may be taken into consideration by a court in an application
for a proscription order includes evidence that the premises to
which the application relates have been used for the purposes
of the operation of a brothel during a period before the 14-day
period to which the application relates. This removes doubt
about the admissibility of such evidence in applications for
proscription orders.
The bill delivers on the government’s commitment to
maintain and actively enforce the ban on street prostitution by
extending the operation of the banning notice regime in
part 2A of the Sex Work Act for a further two-year period.
The Chief Commissioner of Police will be required to report
data relating to the operation of the regime within three
months of the end of each calendar year.
A further amendment made by the bill will ensure that the
Business Licensing Authority must refuse an application for a
licence to carry on business as a sex work service provider
where the applicant has, at any time, been convicted of or
found guilty of a disqualifying offence (namely, an indictable
offence) that renders the grant of a licence to that person
against the public interest, having regard to the nature of the
offence and the date on which it was committed. Currently,
an application may be refused if the applicant has been
convicted of a disqualifying offence within the preceding five
years.
The government also committed prior to the 2010 election to
strengthen proceeds of crime legislation to provide for a wider
range of offences relating to illegal sex work that will attract
sanctions.
The bill delivers on this commitment by expanding powers
under the Confiscation Act for forfeiture upon court order
following a conviction. These powers are widened to apply to
the offences of carrying on business as a sex work provider
with an unlicensed partner, and various offences relating to
the illegal advertising of sex work services under the Sex
Work Act. The bill also expands powers in the Confiscation
Act for automatic forfeiture following conviction, and civil
forfeiture. These powers are expanded to apply to more
serious sexual servitude offences under the Crimes Act 1958.
The changes introduced by the bill ensure that authorities are
better equipped to disrupt and deter illegal sex work activity
and to deprive persons who engage in such activity of their
ill-gotten gains.
The bill also amends the Confiscation Amendment Act 2010
to address specific practical concerns about the operation of
amendments introduced by that act that relate to the timing of
obligations for persons to give information about their
interests in property that has been restrained for confiscation,
and the matters that a person must prove to exclude their
property from civil forfeiture proceedings. The bill makes
minor amendments to the Confiscation Amendment Act to
reinstate the previous requirements that applied in this regard.
Finally, the bill makes a number of consequential
amendments to the Sex Work Act and Confiscation
Amendment Act, and provides for transitional arrangements
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necessary as a result of amendments to the Sex Work Act and
Confiscation Act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Ms MIKAKOS (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Leane.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

STATE TAXATION ACTS FURTHER
AMENDMENT BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer);
by leave, ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer)
tabled following statement in accordance with
Charter of Human Rights and Responsibilities Act
2006:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I table a statement
of compatibility for the State Taxation Acts Further
Amendment Bill 2011 (the bill).
In my opinion, the bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council, is compatible with the human rights protected by the
charter act. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Duties Act 2000
(duties act), the Land Tax Act 2005 (land tax act), the
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 (livestock act), the
Taxation Administration Act 1997 (TA act), the Payroll Tax
Act 2007 (payroll tax act) and Valuation of Land Act 1960
(VL act). These amendments are aimed at clarifying the
operation of Victoria’s revenue laws and maintaining their
currency to produce better outcomes for taxpayers.
The duties act is amended to clarify the starting point for
calculating the eligible pensioner exemption and concession
from duty to ensure that the same level of benefit is available
for ‘off the plan’ purchasers and owner builders and to reduce
the time period for the paying duty from 90 to 30 days.
The primary production land exemption in the land tax act is
amended to ease the eligibility criteria for land which cannot
be used for urban development, and clarify the application of
the exemption in respect of land owned by trusts, corporate
trustees, and joint owners. The land tax act is also amended to
deem the manager of titles based time-sharing schemes to be
the owner of the land for land tax purposes.
The payroll tax act is amended to limit the payroll tax
exemption for charities to wages paid for work, which
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supports the charitable purposes of those organisations, and
clarifies the application of the maternity and adoption leave
exemption in relation to part-time employees.
Consequential amendments are made to the TA act and land
tax act in response to changes to the VL act, which give
municipal councils the option to transfer to the valuer-general
their responsibility for completing rating authority valuations.
Finally, a number of minor technical amendments to the VL
act are also made by this bill.
Finally, the TA act and livestock act are amended to provide
for the administration and enforcement of livestock duty
under the TA act.
1.

Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill

This bill engages the following human rights protected under
the charter act:
right to privacy and reputation; and
recognition and equality before the law.
The impact of the bill upon each of these rights is discussed in
turn below.
Right to privacy and reputation
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that a person has the
right not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
Clause 46 of this bill provides that the secretary of the
Department of Primary Industries may disclose information
obtained in relation to the administration of livestock duty to
the commissioner of state revenue.
This information will generally relate to livestock agents or
farming enterprises, which are not protected by the charter
act. These provisions could nevertheless engage the right
under section 13 of the charter act where the information
relates to individuals carrying on these businesses as sole
traders.
However, to the extent that this provision interferes with
privacy, I consider that the interference is neither arbitrary nor
unlawful. The circumstances in which the information can be
disclosed are limited and clearly set out in the bill. The
provision is not arbitrary because it ensures that the
commissioner can administer and enforce livestock duty,
thereby protecting the integrity of the funds used to pay
compensation to farmers when livestock dies, or is ordered to
be destroyed, on the outbreak of disease.
I therefore consider that these provisions do not limit the right
to privacy.
Recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter act provides that every person is
equal before the law and is entitled to equal protection of the
law without discrimination. Discrimination, in relation to a
person, means discrimination within the meaning of the Equal
Opportunity Act 1995 on the basis of an attribute set out in
section 6 of that act.
Clause 26 of this bill clarifies the starting point for calculating
the pensioner concession from duty. The concession applies
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to reduce the duty payable by ‘eligible pensioners’ on the
purchase of a principal place of residence. The pensioner
concession is available to certain concession card holders
including holders of the commonwealth seniors health card
issued under the Social Security Act 1991 (cth). Qualification
for the commonwealth seniors health card is dependent upon
a person’s age. ‘Age’ is a specified attribute under section 6
of the Equal Opportunity Act 1995. Therefore, this
amendment engages section 8 because it amends a law that
limits access to a benefit on the basis of qualification for the
commonwealth seniors health card which requires a person to
be at least over 60 years of age.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)

On balance, however, the limitations upon this right are
reasonable and justifiable in a democratic society for the
purposes of section 7(2) of the charter act, having regard to
the factors set out below.
(a) What is the nature of the right being limited?
The prohibition on discrimination is one of the cornerstones
of human rights instruments and this is reflected in the
preamble to the charter act. However, as with all rights
protected by the charter act, the section 8 right to equality
before the law may be subject to reasonable limitations,
pursuant to section 7 of the charter act.
(b) What is the importance of the purpose of the limitation?
The purpose of this limitation is to reduce the cost of
downsizing for self-funded retirees. This limitation is
important to ensure that older Victorians can access suitable
accommodation within the communities in which they have
formed connections and attachments, where they may not
otherwise have been able to afford to do so.
(c) What is the nature and extent of the limitation?
Holders of a commonwealth seniors card are entitled to a duty
concession resulting in less duty being payable on the
purchase of a principle place of residence. However, the
exemption or concession is available only once in a person’s
lifetime, and access to the benefit is subject to a number of
other eligibility criteria, including that the property purchased
must not exceed $750 000.
(d) What is the relationship between the limitation and its
purpose?
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of assisting self-funded retirees living within
restricted means to downsize their homes whilst remaining in
the communities that they have lived in during their working
lives. It is expected that this will contribute to their quality of
life and the transition into retirement.
(e) Are there any less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve its purpose?
There is no less restrictive means available.
For these reasons, I consider the limitation on section 8 of
charter to be ‘reasonable’ in the circumstances.
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Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter act.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips, MLC
Assistant Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This State Taxation Acts Further Amendment Bill 2011
amends the Duties Act 2000 (duties act), the Land Tax
Act 2005 (land tax act), the Livestock Disease Control
Act 1994 (livestock act), the Taxation Administration
Act 1997 (TA act), the Payroll Tax Act 2007 (payroll tax act)
and Valuation of Land Act 1960 (VL act).
The Victorian government is committed to producing better
outcomes for Victorian taxpayers. This bill supports this
commitment by making amendments to update and clarify
Victoria’s revenue laws. These measures will make it easier
for Victorians to comply with their taxation obligations and
introduce greater equity and fairness to the tax system.
The duties act provides an exemption and concession from
duty for eligible pensioners. Since being elected, this
government has demonstrated its commitment to reducing the
cost of living by increasing the upper limit for the duty
concession from $440 000 to $750 000 and extending the
availability of the exemption and concession to holders of
commonwealth seniors health cards. This bill continues this
reform by clarifying the starting point for calculating the
eligible pensioner exemption and concession from duty.
Consistent with current administrative practice, this
amendment will ensure that the same level of duty benefit is
available for ‘off the plan’ purchasers and owner-builders,
providing greater equity in the application of the exemption.
This bill will also amend the duties act to reduce the time
period for paying duty from 90 days to 30 days. The
government is committed to building a more sustainable
budget position for Victoria. This measure supports this
commitment by bringing forward additional revenue into the
2011–12 financial year and providing the government with
earlier access to funds which are used directly to benefit
Victorians. It is an economically responsible measure that
does not result in Victorians paying more tax — 85 per cent
of duty is already remitted within 30 days. However, in
recognition that some businesses may need to adopt new
working methods and practices to implement this measure,
the reduced period for paying duty will not commence until
1 April 2012.
In opposition, this government blocked moves by the former
Brumby government to reduce the period for paying duty
from 90 days to 14 days. Fourteen days did not allow enough
time for banks and lawyers to prepare the documents
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necessary to transfer property and pay the required duty.
Rural and regional lawyers were particularly disadvantaged
by the previous government’s proposal and it increased the
risk of taxpayers being exposed to penalty and interest on late
payment. This government has listened to these concerns and
seeks to balance them against the community benefit of
having use of this money earlier. A 30-day period for
payment achieves this balance for all Victorians.
This bill amends the land tax act to deem the managers of
titles-based time-sharing schemes to be the owner of the
timeshare resort for land tax purposes. This amendment will
allow the SRO to continue the administrative practice of
assessing the managers of titles-based schemes rather than
individual timeshare owners. This amendment is aimed at
building a fairer and more equitable tax system by ensuring
that managers of titles-based and non-titles-based schemes are
treated the same way under the land tax act.
This bill also makes several other amendments to the land tax
act aimed at improving the operation of the primary
production exemption from land tax. This government is
committed to improving housing supply and affordability.
Therefore, to discourage land banking, land that is within
greater Melbourne and in an urban zone must satisfy more
stringent criteria to receive the primary production land tax
exemption. These requirements are not, however, intended to
apply to land that cannot be used for urban development as a
result of planning restrictions. Accordingly, this bill amends
the definition of ‘urban zone’ to ensure that certain parts of
the urban zone can be excluded from these requirements in
line with the intended operation of the exemption. This bill
will also make a number of minor amendments aimed at
clarifying the application of the exemption in respect of land
owned by trusts, corporate trustees, and joint owners.
Importantly, it clarifies that the exemption is available in
relation to land held by trustees of certain discretionary trusts.
This bill makes a series of amendments to the TA act and the
land tax act, in response to changes to Victoria’s valuation
system, which give municipal councils the option to transfer
to the valuer-general their responsibility for completing
valuations for rating purposes. These amendments, while
minor, are essential to the integrity of the land tax system
because they ensure that the SRO can use these valuations for
the purposes of assessing land tax, and that taxpayers have the
right to object to a land tax assessment that is based on a
valuation made by the valuer-general under the new system.
This government is committed to fostering a stronger and
more competitive Victorian economy by making it easier for
Victorians to do business. This bill makes a contribution in
this area by enacting further measures as part of the national
program of payroll tax harmonisation.
This bill amends the payroll tax act to limit the exemption to
wages paid for work, which supports the charitable purposes
of those organisations. This amendment is made in response
to the decision of the High Court in Commissioner of
Taxation v. Word Investments Ltd which extended the
common-law definition of charity to include organisations
that conduct predominately commercial activities to fund
their charitable objects or donate their profits to another
charity. This decision had the unintended impact of extending
the payroll tax exemption to wages paid for commercial
activities. This amendment will restore the intended operation
of that provision and will promote business productivity and
competitiveness by ensuring that all businesses operating in
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commercial markets in Victoria receive the same treatment
under the payroll tax act.
This bill also amends the payroll tax act to clarify the
application of the maternity and adoption leave exemption.
Currently, the 14-week exemption period can be pro-rated to
the equivalent of 14 weeks leave for full-time employees who
take their leave at less than full pay, but the act does not
provide equivalent treatment for part-time employees. To
ensure consistent and equitable treatment of wages paid to
full-time and part-time employees and in line with current
administrative practice, this amendment will allow the
14-week period to be pro-rated for part-time employees on
the basis of the wages that would have normally been paid for
that period.
This bill will amend the TA act and livestock act to provide
for the administration and enforcement of livestock duty
under the TA act. The SRO and Department of Primary
Industries jointly administer livestock duty and this
amendment will ensure that the commissioner of state
revenue can administer and enforce livestock duty in the same
way as all other taxes and duties. This measure will help to
protect the integrity of the scheme by ensuring there are
appropriate systems in place to detect late payment and deter
non-compliance through the imposition of penalty and
interest on unpaid duty. In line with the intention of this
scheme, any penalty and interest collected by the
commissioner will be payable into the relevant livestock
compensation fund, which are used to compensate owners
affected by an outbreak of livestock disease.
Finally, this bill also makes several amendments to the VL
act. These amendments are minor and technical in nature and
are aimed at clarifying the operation of certain provisions as a
result of the new valuation system.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Southern Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.

VICTORIAN INSPECTORATE BILL 2011
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities Act 2006 (charter act), I make this
statement of compatibility with respect to the Victorian
Inspectorate Bill 2011.
In my opinion, the Victorian Inspectorate Bill 2011, as
introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible with the
human rights protected by the charter act. I base my opinion
on the reasons outlined in this statement.
Overview of bill
The purpose of this bill is to establish the Victorian
Inspectorate to provide oversight of the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission (IBAC). The bill
provides the Victorian Inspectorate with functions designed to
enhance IBAC’s compliance with the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Act 2011 (IBAC
act) (when passed) and other laws, and ensure IBAC performs
its duties and exercises its functions and powers in an
appropriate and lawful way.
The recently introduced IBAC bill establishes IBAC and
provides it with important anticorruption education and
prevention functions. The government intends to introduce
further legislation in the near future to provide IBAC with
further functions, including complaints handling and
investigation powers. Given the nature of IBAC’s role, which
the government intends will include investigating corruption,
and the powers that will be required to fulfil those functions
effectively, such as the power to summons witnesses and
examine them under oath, and telecommunications
interception, IBAC must also be subject to scrutiny by a body
capable of robust and effective oversight.
IBAC will be overseen by two bodies: a joint house
committee, which will be created by the IBAC bill, and the
Victorian Inspectorate.
This bill sets out the functions and powers of the Victorian
Inspectorate, allows for the appointment of an Inspector, and
sets out the complaints handling and investigation powers and
procedures for the Victorian Inspectorate to fulfil its
functions. These functions and powers have been drafted with
the IBAC’s current functions in mind, and also with a view to
providing the Victorian Inspectorate with the right framework
for effective oversight of IBAC into the future as its
complaints handling and investigation functions are
established.
Human rights issues
1.

Read first time for Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA
(Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations)
on motion of Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips; by leave,
ordered to be read second time forthwith.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. R. A. DALLA-RIVA (Minister for
Employment and Industrial Relations),
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips tabled following statement
in accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006:
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Human rights protected by the charter act that are
relevant to the bill

Right to freedom of association (section 16 of the charter act)
Section 16(2) of the charter act states that every person has
the right to freedom of association with others. This right
protects the right of all persons voluntarily to group together
for a common goal. It applies to all forms of association.
The right to free association reflects the freedom of a just
society, and is essential to the exercise of other human rights,
such as freedoms of movement, expression, religion and
belief. The right is particularly important in a free and
democratic society to ensure that a person’s eligibility to
participate in elections for public office is not restricted
unjustifiably on the grounds of their membership of an
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association. However, the right is not absolute and can be
subject to reasonable limitations under section 7 of the charter
act.

committee and that IBAC, the body that the Victorian
Inspectorate will oversee, is intended to have a role in relation
to parliamentarians.

Clauses 14(2)(b), 17(10), (11) and (12), and 18(1)(d) of the
bill engage the right to freedom of association.

The limitations on the right are direct, proportionate and
balanced with both the need to ensure public trust and
confidence in the Inspector, and also the need to ensure the
independence of this role. The limitations are reasonable and
demonstrably justifiable in a free and democratic society
based on human dignity, equality and freedom. I consider
there are no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the intended purposes.

Election to Parliament
Clause 14(2)(b) renders a person ineligible from being
appointed as an Inspector if he or she is a member of the
Parliament of Victoria or of the commonwealth or of another
state or a territory. Clause 18(1)(d) provides that the Inspector
will cease to hold office if he or she nominates for election for
the Parliament of Victoria or of the commonwealth or of
another state or a territory.
Restrictions on employment, business and community
activity
Clauses 17(10) and (11) prohibit the Inspector from engaging
in any employment, business or community activity or from
entering into a contract to provide services, that may create an
actual or perceived conflict of interest with his or her role.
Subclause (12) requires the Inspector to seek the approval of
the Governor in Council to apply for or hold any professional,
trade or business licence (including a legal practising
certificate under the Legal Profession Act 2004), and to
conduct any trade, business or profession, or accept any other
employment.
Nature of the limitation
The purpose of the limitations is to prevent actual or
perceived conflicts of interest arising between the Inspector’s
activities outside of their role and the fulfilment of their public
duties.
The limitations on the right are direct, proportionate and
balanced with both the need to ensure public trust and
confidence in the Inspector and therefore the Victorian
Inspectorate, and also the need to ensure the independence of
those roles. The limitation is reasonable, as it is not an
absolute prohibition on employment, business or community
activity. The limitation also mirrors a limitation placed upon
the IBAC Commissioner in the IBAC act (when passed). The
limitations are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable in a
free and democratic society based on human dignity, equality
and freedom. I consider there are no less restrictive means
reasonably available to achieve the intended purposes.
Right to take part in public life (section 18 of the charter act)
Section 18 of the charter act holds that every person in
Victoria has the right, and is to have the opportunity, without
discrimination, to participate in the conduct of public affairs,
directly or through freely chosen representatives. This
includes the right to be elected in state elections.
Clauses 14(2)(b) and 18(1)(d) of the bill, discussed above,
which prevent the Inspector from being a member of
Parliament, limit the right to take part in public life. This right
may be limited on objective, non-discriminatory and
reasonable grounds. The limitation is in place to prevent
actual or perceived conflicts of interest arising between the
Inspector’s duties, and duties and interests that would attach
to the public office of being an elected member of the
Parliament. This is particularly important given that the
Victorian Inspectorate will be overseen by a joint house

Right to a fair hearing (section 24 of the charter act)
Section 24 of the charter act holds that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing. It also holds that all judgements or decisions
made by a court or tribunal in a criminal or civil proceeding
must be made public, unless exceptions apply including that a
law other than the charter act otherwise permits.
Section 24 deals with the right to a fair hearing, incorporating
principles of procedural fairness. Procedural fairness concerns
the extent to which the procedures of a hearing protect the
rights of the parties, such as the right of a party to be provided
a reasonable opportunity to present his or her case under
conditions that do not place that party at a substantial
disadvantage vis-a-vis his or her opponent.
The bill provides the Victorian Inspectorate with the ability to
conduct investigations in order, amongst other things, to
assess the conduct of IBAC and IBAC personnel
(clause 9(2)(d)). At the conclusion of such an investigation,
the Victorian Inspectorate is able to express an opinion, and to
include such an opinion in a public report. To that extent, the
Victorian Inspectorate’s functions share similarities with civil
proceedings. However, it is my view that for the purposes of
the charter act, the Victorian Inspectorate is not a ‘tribunal’,
and its investigation functions do not constitute ‘civil
proceedings’. That is because some key features that are
inherent to those concepts are not present, namely, that the
Victorian Inspectorate is not capable of making any binding
determination as to the parties’ rights or liabilities; and that
there are not two ‘parties’ involved in a contest over rights
and liabilities.
Nonetheless, the bill contains procedural safeguards in
relation to investigations and reports which do accord
procedural fairness in line with the principles contained in
section 24 of the charter act, including that:
the Victorian Inspectorate must notify IBAC of a
decision to investigate IBAC, unless that notice would
prejudice the investigation (clause 30(2));
if the Victorian Inspectorate intends to include in a
report a comment or opinion which is adverse to IBAC
or any IBAC personnel, it must first provide that person
with a reasonable opportunity to respond to the material,
and fairly set out that defence in its report (clauses 36(2)
and 38(2));
the Victorian Inspectorate is prohibited from including
in a report a finding or opinion that would prejudice a
criminal investigation or proceedings or an IBAC
investigation, or that a person should be prosecuted for,
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or has committed, is committing or is about to commit, a
criminal or disciplinary offence (clauses 36(3)–(5)
and 38(3)–(5)).

Investigations conducted by the Victorian Inspectorate must
be conducted in private, and recommendations made by the
Victorian Inspectorate which are not contained in a public
report must be made in private. Whilst section 24 of the
charter act states that all judgements or decisions made by a
court or tribunal in a criminal or civil proceeding must be
made public, it is my view that this requirement is not
applicable to the Victorian Inspectorate’s investigation
processes.
Aside from the premise that the Victorian Inspectorate is not a
tribunal and the procedures do not constitute ‘civil
proceedings’ for the purposes of section 24, as discussed
above, conducting the investigation in private may be a
necessary protection. It will protect those subject to the
investigation from reputational damage from untested
allegations, or from the risk of future prejudice if the subject
matter of the investigation does later form the basis of a civil,
disciplinary or criminal proceeding.
The Victorian Inspectorate will be able to publish its
conclusions in a public report which will provide the
opportunity for public scrutiny if it is appropriate in the
circumstances. The provisions are an appropriate balance
between the right to a fair hearing and other relevant rights
such as the right to privacy and reputation (discussed below).
In this way, the bill protects the right to a fair hearing in
relation to possible concurrent or future civil or criminal
proceedings. Further protections for the right to a fair hearing
for such concurrent or future hearings are provided by
clauses 36(3)–(5) and 38(3)–(5) which prohibit the Victorian
Inspectorate from reporting in a way that would prejudice a
criminal investigation, criminal proceedings or an IBAC
investigation, respectively.
It is also of note that both the Victorian Inspectorate and the
Inspector will be a public authority for the purposes of the
charter act, and will therefore be obliged to act in accordance
with the rights set out in the charter act, and to take human
rights into account in making decisions, unless a statutory
provision or other law requires otherwise (section 38 of the
charter act). The Victorian Inspectorate will therefore be
obliged to take into account the right to a fair hearing
wherever it may be applicable insofar as such matters are not
already provided for by the bill or any other law.
Privacy and reputation (section 13 of the charter act)
Section 13(a) of the charter act provides that individuals have
a right not to have their privacy unlawfully or arbitrarily
interfered with. The right to privacy concerns a person’s
‘private sphere’, which should be free from government
intervention or excessive unsolicited intervention by other
individuals. An interference with privacy will not be unlawful
provided it is permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances and are in accordance with the provisions, aims
and objectives of the charter act.
Section 13(b) provides that individuals have the right not to
have their reputation unlawfully attacked. The expression
‘unlawfully attacked’ is not defined in the charter, but could
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mean a public attack involving untrue statements that are
intended to harm the reputation of a person.
Clauses 22 and 26 of the bill enhance the right to privacy by
requiring the Inspector and staff and consultants of the
Victorian Inspectorate, respectively, to take an oath or
affirmation that (amongst other things) he or she will not
disclose, except as authorised by law, any information
received in the performance of the functions or the exercise of
the powers of the office.
In addition, if the Victorian Inspectorate makes a
recommendation to IBAC that disciplinary action be taken
against a member of IBAC personnel, that recommendation
must be made in private (clause 35(1)).
Regulation-making power
Clause 42 allows the Governor in Council to make
regulations to prescribe matters in relation to security checks
for Victorian Inspectorate officers. It further allows for the
making of regulations setting requirements for the disclosure
and reporting of pecuniary interests by those officers, and for
the compilation, maintenance and publication of registers of
pecuniary interests of such persons. It also provides that such
regulations may provide for the information collected
pursuant to this clause to be included by the Victorian
Inspectorate in its annual report.
Such regulations have the potential to require Victorian
Inspectorate officers to disclose personal information. For
example, regulations to enable security checks could require
an officer to disclose personal or sensitive information to
ensure that the officer or consultant is a fit and proper person
to hold a position within the Victorian Inspectorate.
Any requirement that officers disclose personal information
will be clearly linked to the purpose of conducting security
checks to ensure the probity of officers appointed to the
Victorian Inspectorate. As an additional protection, the
Victorian Inspectorate, as a body established or appointed for
a public purpose by or under an act, will be subject to the
Information Privacy Act 2000 and will be required to hold
any personal or sensitive information obtained securely and in
accordance with that act.
In addition, Victorian Inspectorate officers may be required to
disclose pecuniary information which could then be made
publicly available on a register of pecuniary interests and by
publication in the Victorian Inspectorate’s annual report.
The requirement that officers disclose pecuniary interests is
important in order to maintain the integrity of the Victorian
Inspectorate and for its officers to avoid conflicts of interest or
perceived conflict of interest. In many cases, that information
will already be publicly available (for example, on registers of
shareholder interests) and so will only engage the right to
privacy in limited circumstances.
I consider that any interference with privacy occasioned by
clause 42 will not be arbitrary, as the information which may
be required of officers will be clearly linked to their fitness to
undertake work within the Victorian Inspectorate, or
alternatively will be necessary to determine if their private
interests conflict with their public duties. For the reasons
stated, I do not consider that clause 42 provides for the
unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy and there is
therefore no limitation on the right to privacy under section 13
of the charter act.
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Investigation powers
Under clause 32 of the bill, the Victorian Inspectorate in
conducting an investigation has full and free access to the
records of IBAC, and may require the IBAC Commissioner
or other IBAC personnel to give the Victorian Inspectorate
information, or to attend before the Victorian Inspectorate to
answer questions or to produce documents. Clause 33
requires the IBAC Commissioner to give any assistance, and
ensure that IBAC personnel give assistance, which the
Victorian Inspectorate reasonably requires.
The powers of the Victorian Inspectorate to access documents
and information of IBAC, and to require IBAC personnel to
attend and answer questions or produce documents, will
engage the right to privacy if personal or sensitive
information is provided to the Victorian Inspectorate under
these processes.
However, it is my view that this engagement of the right to
privacy is not a limitation on the right and does not breach the
charter. The purpose of the powers is to enable the Victorian
Inspectorate to carry out its functions in relation to ensuring
that IBAC is conducting its affairs in a lawful and appropriate
manner. It is not the intent of the powers to enable the
Victorian Inspectorate to access personal or sensitive
information outside the scope of the investigation, although
such information may be disclosed as a consequence of the
powers. However, the application of the powers will be
lawful and certain, applying in clearly articulated
circumstances, and therefore not arbitrary.
The ability to seek information and the production of
documents is an appropriate power for the role of the
Victorian Inspectorate, and is comparable to other Victorian
oversight bodies. Without such powers, the Victorian
Inspectorate would not be properly equipped to achieve its
objectives or undertake proper investigations. These powers
will become even more crucial to the effectiveness of the
Victorian Inspectorate when IBAC is provided with its own
significant investigation powers, such as telecommunication
interception powers, subject to commonwealth approval.
The Victorian Inspectorate’s powers are appropriately
circumscribed. The Victorian Inspectorate may only make use
of or disclose information in accordance with its functions
and powers under the bill. If the Victorian Inspectorate
intends to, as a result of an investigation, make an adverse
finding about IBAC or any IBAC personnel in a public
report, it must first put that material to the relevant person/s,
provide them an opportunity to respond, and set out their
defence fairly in the report. Additionally, the Inspector and
members of staff will be subject to requirements to keep any
information obtained in the course of performing their
functions confidential by virtue of:
the oath which they will be required to take under
clauses 22 and 26 (see above);
the obligation on Victorian Inspectorate staff not to
disclose information obtained in the course of their
employment except in the course of the performance of
their functions or the exercise of their powers in
accordance with the law (clause 27);
the fact that the Victorian Inspectorate will be subject to
the Information Privacy Act 2000; and
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the confidentiality requirements that apply to staff of the
Victorian Inspectorate by virtue of the relevant public
sector code of conduct.

I consider that any interference with privacy occasioned by
the Victorian Inspectorate’s investigation and inquiry powers
will be lawful, will not be arbitrary, and are appropriately
circumscribed with the protections outlined above.
For the reasons stated, I do not consider that clause 32 of the
bill provides for the unlawful or arbitrary interference with
privacy and there is therefore no limitation on the right to
privacy under section 13 of the charter act.
Reporting
Clause 36 enables the Victorian Inspectorate to make a
special report to Parliament, including a report on the
outcome of an investigation (clause 37).
Clause 38 requires the Victorian Inspectorate to make an
annual report, including:
details of IBAC’s compliance with the bill and the
IBAC act (subclause (1)(c));
details of the comprehensiveness and adequacy of
reports made to the Victorian Inspectorate by IBAC
under this bill (subclause (1)(d));
details of the extent to which action recommended by
the Victorian Inspectorate to be taken by IBAC has been
taken (subclause (1)(e)).
Reports made under clauses 36 and 38 could engage the right
to reputation set out in section 13(b) of the charter act,
because they could contain findings about IBAC officers
which could impact on their personal or professional
reputation. For example, the Victorian Inspectorate could
make a finding that an IBAC officer had acted contrary to
law, and report on that pursuant to clause 36, including a
recommendation to IBAC that disciplinary action be taken. It
could then report on IBAC’s report back in relation to that
recommendation in its annual report, in accordance with
clause 38(1)(d).
However, a report made under clause 36 or 38 will be made
in accordance with the law, and will therefore not be in
breach of the charter act. The right to reputation is further
protected by the requirement in clauses 36(2) and 38(2) that
the Victorian Inspectorate provide any such adverse material
to IBAC or relevant IBAC personnel prior to reporting, allow
that person a reasonable opportunity to respond and fairly set
out their defence in the report. In addition, the Victorian
Inspectorate:
may only conduct an investigation, including a hearing,
in private;
may only publicly report a recommendation that an
IBAC officer be subject to disciplinary action if IBAC
has failed to take appropriate action in relation to the
recommendation (clause 35(1) and (2)).
The Victorian Inspectorate is prohibited from including in a
report a finding or opinion that would prejudice a criminal
investigation or proceedings or an IBAC investigation, or that
a person should be prosecuted for, or has committed, is
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committing or is about to commit, a criminal or disciplinary
offence (clauses 36(3)–(5) and 38(3)–(5)).
Conclusion
For the reasons given in this statement, I consider that the bill
is compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act 2006.
Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC
Minister for Employment and Industrial Relations
Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated into Hansard on motion of
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant Treasurer).
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill establishes the Victorian Inspectorate to oversee the
Independent Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission
(IBAC). The Victorian Inspectorate is a key feature of the
government’s integrity reforms that will ensure that IBAC is
subject to robust oversight. The government has long been on
the record about the importance of ensuring that bodies with
significant powers are subject to appropriate scrutiny.
Together with the joint house committee of Parliament
established under the IBAC bill (the IBAC Parliamentary
Committee), the Victorian Inspectorate will ensure that
IBAC’s use of its powers is both appropriate and
proportionate.
An independent Inspector, which provides robust oversight, is
a fundamental feature of anticorruption commission models
across Australia. In developing the model for the Victorian
Inspectorate, the government has drawn on interstate
experience, as well as the extensive consultation conducted
by a consultation panel led by the Honourable Stephen
Charles, QC.
The need for robust oversight for bodies with significant
powers was recently highlighted by the Ombudsman in his
October 2011 report, Investigation into the Office of Police
Integrity’s Handling of a Complaint.
The Victorian Inspectorate will have broad-ranging functions
to monitor the compliance of IBAC with its own act and other
laws. In addition, the Victorian Inspectorate will have powers
to investigate complaints, assess policies and procedures and
make reports and recommendations. When IBAC is vested
with investigation powers, a key role of the Victorian
Inspectorate will be to oversee the use of those powers.
The Victorian Inspectorate has been created by a separate
piece of legislation so as to be independent of the IBAC and
to facilitate the inspectorate having a broader oversight role in
the future. Initially, the Victorian Inspectorate will oversee
IBAC and the Special Investigations Monitor (SIM) will
continue to oversee the Office of Police Integrity (OPI). Once
IBAC’s investigation powers are operational it is intended
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that the Victorian Inspectorate will take over and build upon
the SIM’s powers — in addition to the inspectorate’s IBAC
oversight role — so that there will be a single body
monitoring the use of special covert investigation and
coercive powers by Victorian investigative agencies.
The government has recently introduced legislation to
establish the office of the Public Interest Monitor to provide
important checks and balances on the use of significant covert
investigation and coercive powers in Victoria. It is critical that
the Victorian community has full confidence that applications
for, and the use of, covert investigation and coercive powers
are subject to optimal safeguards and oversight. Together, the
Public Interest Monitor, the Victorian Inspectorate and the
IBAC Parliamentary Committee are designed to do just that.
This bill will enable an Inspector to be appointed, and to
establish systems and processes for monitoring IBAC’s
investigation powers in readiness for when IBAC is vested
with those powers.
The key aspects of the Victorian Inspectorate Bill 2011 are as
follows:
Functions
The Victorian Inspectorate will:
monitor the compliance of IBAC and IBAC personnel
with the law;
assess the effectiveness and appropriateness of IBAC’s
policies and procedures;
receive complaints about IBAC and investigate and
assess the conduct of IBAC and IBAC personnel; and
make recommendations and reports.
This broad suite of functions will enable the Victorian
Inspectorate to have oversight of the full range of IBAC’s
functions and operations, its internal policies and procedures,
its adherence to its enabling legislation, the appropriateness of
the conduct of IBAC staff in pursuing their functions, and
IBAC’s pursuit of its overall objectives.
The Victorian Inspectorate itself will be subject to oversight
by the joint house committee — the IBAC committee.
The Inspector
The Victorian Inspectorate will be led by an Inspector, who
will have responsibility for the strategic leadership of the
organisation. The bill ensures the independence of the
Inspector, establishing the role as an independent officer of
Parliament not subject to the direction or control of the
government.
The Inspector will be a person who is, was, or is qualified to
be, a judge. He or she must not have held the role of
Commissioner, acting commissioner, deputy commissioner or
acting deputy commissioner of IBAC.
The Inspector will be appointed by the Governor in Council.
Apart from the first appointment, the appointment of the
Inspector will be subject to the approval of the IBAC
committee, which will have a veto power. For the first
appointment, the Premier will consult with the Leader of the
Opposition.
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Investigations
The Victorian Inspectorate will be able to investigate the
conduct of IBAC and IBAC personnel, either in response to a
complaint, or on its own motion. The Victorian Inspectorate
will be provided with a broad jurisdiction to assess IBAC’s
exercise of its functions and powers, as well as powers to
enable its investigations to be carried out effectively. The
Victorian Inspectorate will have access to all the records of
IBAC, and may investigate any aspect of IBAC’s operations
or conduct of IBAC personnel. IBAC will be required to
provide all assistance to the Victorian Inspectorate that it
reasonably requires. The jurisdiction is comparable to that of
other independent oversight bodies including interstate
inspectors, giving the Victorian public confidence that IBAC
will be subject to effective and robust scrutiny.
The government intends to introduce further legislation that
will provide the Victorian Inspectorate with functions and
powers commensurate with the investigative powers intended
for IBAC. This includes overseeing the use by IBAC of
covert and coercive investigation tools, such as
telecommunication interception warrants issued under the
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act 1979
(cth). The government looks forward to further discussions
with the commonwealth government to facilitate the
Victorian Inspectorate being vested with access to material
obtained under the commonwealth legislation.
Reports and recommendations
The Victorian Inspectorate will report to Parliament.
The Victorian Inspectorate will also be able to make
recommendations to IBAC, either privately or through a
written report to Parliament. The Victorian Inspectorate will
be able to require IBAC to respond to its recommendations.
If necessary, the Victorian Inspectorate may recommend that
further investigatory action be taken by another body such as
Victoria Police.
The government will appoint an Inspector as expeditiously as
possible. The establishment of the Victorian Inspectorate at
the same time as the establishment of IBAC will enable the
Victorian Inspectorate to monitor IBAC from the outset, and
develop an integrated integrity model for Victoria with strong
checks and balances from the start.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 November.
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INDEPENDENT BROAD-BASED
ANTI-CORRUPTION COMMISSION BILL
2011 and VICTORIAN INSPECTORATE
BILL 2011
Concurrent debate
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — By leave, I move:
That the second-reading debate on the Independent
Broad-based Anti-corruption Commission Bill 2011 be taken
concurrently with the second-reading debate on the Victorian
Inspectorate Bill 2011.

Motion agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

Government: appointment process
Mr LENDERS (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise tonight is for the attention of the Premier.
It goes to the fundamental issue of a ministerial code of
conduct and when the Victorian community will have a
clearer understanding of this government’s so-called
openness, transparency and probity. I asked a question
today of Mr Hall about whether or not the Premier was
in the chair in cabinet when his brother-in-law was
appointed to the board of VicForests. Mr Hall would
not answer my question, and I understand that was
because presumably there is no code of conduct for
ministers on this issue.
I draw attention to my reason for seeking an answer to
my question as a matter of urgency. When the current
government was in opposition, a mate of the then
Premier — as he was described by the then
opposition — Jim Reeves, was appointed to the Urban
and Regional Development Authority, and there was a
cacophony of claims about how inappropriate that was
and that there needed to be more transparency. When
James Cain, the son of a former Premier, was appointed
to Major Projects Victoria there was a similar
cacophony over how outrageous it was that he had been
appointed because he was the son of a former Premier.
What I am seeking from the Premier is a clear
statement of what the issues are.
On the issue of the appointment of Jim Reeves no less
than 12 members of the current cabinet got up in their
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respective houses and waxed lyrical — as recorded in
Hansard — about how terrible it was that he was
appointed because he was a mate of the Premier.
Among those 12 members was none other than the
current Premier, Mr Baillieu, who — perhaps I need to
get out more — on 135 occasions during a single
speech on 20 March 2002 reflected on the
inappropriateness of Mr Reeves having been appointed
because he was a mate of former Premier Bracks.
The action I seek today from the Premier is a loud and
clear statement of when it is appropriate to appoint not
just a mate but a brother-in-law and when it is
appropriate for a minister to answer in the house as to
whether the Premier vacated the chair of cabinet when a
family member was appointed to a certain position. I
would particularly like him to clarify why it is okay for
the Deputy Premier to take a Dorothy Dix question
from the cabinet secretary and disclose that he
abstained from a vote in cabinet because he had a
personal interest but it is not acceptable for another
minister to disclose whether the Premier vacated the
chair when cabinet appointed his brother-in-law.

Footscray City Primary School: curriculums
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Higher Education and Skills on behalf of the Minister
for Education. Footscray City Primary School is the
only school in the western region of Victoria that offers
the Steiner curriculum. This school community found
out recently and abruptly that the government had
decided to end the Steiner stream at the end of the year,
with only seven weeks to go and without consultation.
This affects 280 children at Footscray City Primary
School and their families. These students have already
undertaken orientation for 2012. If the Steiner stream
ceases, families in the western suburbs wishing to
educate their children in the Steiner curriculum have no
choice but to travel to Collingwood or beyond. Some
families are from as far away as Werribee. Clearly that
option would be logistically impossible for many. What
choice do families have for their children’s education?
A solution needs to be found to ensure that Steiner
education remains an option open to families in the
western suburbs. The process in relation to this issue to
date has been very poor, and these families deserve
better. Affected families deserve a hearing.
Representatives of the school community have
requested to meet with the minister. The action I ask of
the minister is that he meet with school community
representatives and together they find a solution so that
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families in the western suburbs can continue to educate
their children in the curriculum of their choice.

Problem gambling: research
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The matter I raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Gaming, Michael O’Brien. First of all, I would like to
commend him for bringing forward the Victorian
Responsible Gambling Foundation Bill 2011, which
recently passed through this chamber and hopefully will
see the establishment of an important flagship of the
government’s gaming policy and fulfil a promise made
prior to the Victorian state election last year. Obviously
the purpose of this body will be to tackle the prevention
and treatment of problem gambling in Victoria.
I ask the minister whether he could take up with those
in the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation —
which is an Australian first — the issue of
distinguishing between problem gamblers as a large
pool or cohort and those who are addicted to gambling,
who are compulsive gamblers. There is a difference,
and that impacts on how programs are accessed in
terms of waiting lists and so forth. Clearly people who
are addicted or who suffer from a compulsion need
prompter access than a problem gambler, whose
gambling may have a much lower impact on their life
or that of their family. To ensure that we can better
target our programs, it is important for such research to
occur.
I would also like to commend the minister on the
current discussion paper on voluntary precommitment
in Victoria, which is in stark contrast to the compulsory
precommitment policy that has been fostered by the
Gillard federal government. It is very important that
vulnerable communities also have a say. Hopefully that
sort of feedback can feed into not only our policy but
also the Victorian Responsible Gambling Foundation to
make sure that we have a whole suite of strategies,
tactics and tools to address a very serious problem that
not only impacts on the individual but has a much
greater capacity to destroy families, relationships and
lives including those of children. It often results in not
only the breakdown of marriages and relationships but
problems for children and also suicides.
It is really important, if we are serious about tackling
addiction and compulsive gambling, that a further piece
of research is undertaken to drill down to those who are
in most need of the services and support that any
government, and hopefully this coalition government,
can offer.
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Port Phillip Bay: beach renourishment

Coal seam gas: groundwater protection

Mr JENNINGS (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
raise a matter for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, and I will rely heavily on an article
that appeared in the Mordialloc Chelsea Leader on
7 November. It relates to an issue of quite some
concern about beach erosion. Members of this chamber,
members of the community and people who live around
the bayside areas would generally be aware of the
significant churn in beach conditions across Port Phillip
Bay. The sand movement throughout the course of the
year is a bit like clockwork. In fact for half the year the
sand migrates in a clockwise direction and for the other
half of the year moves in an anticlockwise direction.
That, combined with tidal variations and storm surges,
has quite an impact on a number of beaches around the
bay.

Mr O’BRIEN (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture
and Food Security, who is also the Minister for Water. I
know the minister will be aware of the growing issue in
relation to the development of mining, in particular coal
seam gas mining, in the eastern states of Australia.
Victoria has a long history built on farming and the
agricultural use of land, as well as a strong mining
tradition. The coalition government will continue to
work closely with both industries in our communities to
protect the environment whilst delivering responsible
and sustainable economic growth to benefit all
Victorians.

This is certainly the case in Mentone, the bay beach
area that was referred to in an article in the Mordialloc
Chelsea Leader this week. The article reports a
prominent member of the local community, David
Blanks, special projects manager for Mentone Life
Saving Club, as drawing particular attention to this
phenomenon and describing the beach cliffs at
Beaumaris as under incessant attack for the reasons I
have outlined to the house. The article indicates that he
is concerned that, notwithstanding the beach
renourishment works that have already been
undertaken — sand was trucked there from Mordialloc
Beach the last two years — a significant program is
required. The article also describes Mr Mike Behnke,
infrastructure and risk manager for the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, as indicating that the
area may be part of the beach renourishment program
in the next 12 months or so.
I am not the only member of Parliament who is
concerned about this matter. To his credit,
Mr Thompson, the member for Sandringham in the
other place, has drawn attention to this. He is said to
have raised the matter with the environment minister to
try to get a satisfactory result. The heading of the article
‘Going, going, going…’ may be a reference to me,
because the minister Mr Thompson is said to have
written to was me in my former role as Minister for
Environment and Climate Change.
I assume that recent correspondence has been sent to
the relevant minister, but in case it has not been, I
demonstrate to Mr Thompson, Mr Ryan Smith, who is
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, and
the local community that I am concerned about this
matter by raising it for the minister’s attention.

One of the concerns of residents and land-holders stems
from a fear that the development of mining in the
eastern areas could contaminate or deplete underground
aquifers. The minister has stated that if there is a risk to
the supply and quality of Victoria’s water, a proposal
should not be approved to progress. I note there are
currently no applications for coal seam gas production
in Victoria.
I also note that on Wednesday this week — which is
State Emergency Service Week, during which we
honour the work of the VICSES — another series of
severe storms lashed parts of my electorate and other
parts of the state. I send my support — and I am sure all
members do likewise — to the State Emergency
Service and the communities that have been affected by
yet another severe inundation.
In terms of aquifer issues in western Victoria, the
Barwon Downs borefield, south of Colac, is an
important aquifer that has been used several times as an
alternative potable water source since its establishment
30 years ago. Used in conjunction with our water
storages, it provides enormous flexibility during long
dry periods. Equally importantly, it is a renewable
resource that is replenished, or recharged, naturally.
Another important groundwater resource is the Dilwyn
aquifer. This is a large underground water source which
stretches across much of south-western Victoria and
south-eastern South Australia and provides significant
domestic stock resources. Further, Wannon Water
extracts from the Dilwyn aquifer at Portland, Port Fairy,
Heywood, Dartmoor and Port Campbell.
Groundwater is by far the world’s largest source of
fresh water. It is an estimated 400 times greater in
volume than all the water in our lakes, reservoirs,
streams and rivers. These hidden storages are
increasingly seen as an alternative to surface water
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supplies; indeed 1.5 billion people worldwide depend
on groundwater for drinking. Because of its
interrelationship with surface water, groundwater plays
an important part in the environment, and accordingly it
requires careful management, particularly in relation to
the demands placed on it and the potential
consequences. Also, because of its existence
underground, it is often very hard to understand what is
going on; within a short space of time you could have
deep aquifers, perched aquifers and water resources at
different levels.
At this point I should also mention that many farmers
and other constituents in my electorate, including
Mr Basil Ryan, have long advocated for a greater study
of our groundwater potential in western Victoria and
greater protection of these reserves as an asset that can
facilitate proper settlement, which is one of the reasons
these areas were first settled. It is in this period of
flooding that we again appreciate that we have
abundant water in western Victoria.
I ask the minister to advise the house on what action his
departments are currently taking to assess our valuable
groundwater reserves and aquifers.

Baiada Poultry: employment conditions
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of
Minister Rich-Phillips in his capacity as the minister
responsible for WorkCover. I have been provided with
a statement made by the Vietnamese workforce at
Baiada Poultry, Laverton, in which they have made
very serious allegations. These workers are claiming
that a particular manager at the company has
undertaken a sustained and constant campaign of abuse
and bullying over a number of years. Furthermore, the
workers have indicated to me that they have raised their
concerns with the manager in question and superiors on
numerous occasions over a period of time, but
management has failed to act.
In outlining their concerns, the workers paint a picture
of a workplace where workers are given preferential
treatment based upon their individual relationship with
the manager in question. These relationships are built
around a culture of bribes being paid for extra shifts and
to ensure job security.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I need to establish that
there are no legal proceedings associated with the
matter that the member is raising and that there is no
possibility of legal proceedings. I note that the member
has not used names, and I appreciate that, but that
individual cannot be identified by way of the member’s
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contribution tonight in the event there are legal
proceedings afoot. I am worried about the sub judice
rule if there are legal proceedings, because the matters
the member is raising are serious and would seem to me
to constitute a possible legal case. I require that
assurance, and if it is provided, I am happy for the
member to continue on the same basis as she has
proceeded thus far, as she has been judicious in
phrasing her material. I need that assurance to allow the
member to proceed.
Ms PULFORD — Yes, President, you have that
assurance. I thank you for your advice on this matter.
There have been instances in this workplace of abusive
and offensive language being used towards the
workforce and of forcing workers who do not abide by
extraordinary demands to take leave, sometimes
without pay. This results in an environment where
people are too scared to call in sick, as they are
concerned that future shifts will be cut. There is a
culture of distrust in the workplace and a great deal of
rumour and innuendo, and there are accounts of verbal
teasing, sexual gestures and suggestions of a sexual
nature towards female employees. Even after more than
12 years in the union movement, the stories recounted
to me about this workplace have left me shocked and
stunned.
I ask the minister to seek urgent advice from WorkSafe
about inspections, offences and claim data relating to
Baiada Poultry and to provide this to me as well as take
appropriate action in his role as the minister responsible
for WorkCover.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I caution the minister
that although Ms Pulford has sought that the
information be provided to her, that might not be an
appropriate course of action. I accept that the major
request was for the minister to investigate this matter,
and the minister will deal with that, but I would have
thought it would be inappropriate for the findings of
that investigation to be directed back to a member in
this instance. I think it is more likely that proceedings
would be initiated if some of the allegations that the
member has mentioned are substantiated. I direct the
minister not to give any undertaking to provide that
information back to the member. It may well be that it
is possible to report that action has been taken but
obviously not to report the specifics of the matter
because there are other issues afoot in relation to it.

Shire of Macedon Ranges: youth services
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Youth

ADJOURNMENT
Thursday, 10 November 2011

COUNCIL

Affairs, and I rise to speak on the outstanding youth
services in the Macedon Ranges shire and note that we
look forward to further building on our solid base and
outstanding work. The Youth Support program in
Macedon Ranges shire is strong and includes its unique
mental health training services, such as the Live4Life
program that engages young people, teachers and
families. The Live4Life program was recognised in the
state government’s showcase of programs focusing on
youth initiatives in May this year.
Unfortunately the Loddon Mallee region is said to have
doubled the rate of hospitalisation due to non-suicidal
self-injury compared to the rest of Victoria. As I
mentioned earlier, 120 13-year-olds in my electorate
listed bullying as their most important issue, followed
by peer pressure and family break-up. Where I live in
the Macedon Ranges shire the Live4Life CyberLife
pilot project is an excellent example of school and
community partnership. It provides practical toolkits for
parents, teachers and students from years 5 to 12 to
enhance their interpersonal skills in an online context. It
is the aim of the project to minimise the frequency and
severity of cyberbullying incidents and to increase the
resilience of those who may encounter them.
Recently our local paper noted year 8 students who
acknowledged that they had learnt a lot from the
Live4Life program and felt the students in their classes
were more in synch with one another. Beyondblue’s
school education program SenseAbility, was piloted in
five secondary colleges in Macedon Ranges shire for a
national evaluation exercise.
It was under the Kennett government’s Turning the
Tide drug and alcohol strategy that the FReeZA
program was established in Victoria in 1997. The
FReeZA program is an innovative youth development
program that provides opportunities for young
Victorians to enjoy dance parties and other cultural,
recreational and artistic activities in a smoke-free and
well-supervised environment.
On behalf of my community I congratulate and thank
the Macedon Ranges youth services team for its
initiatives, passion, dedication and hard work and for
knocking on my door when I first came into office.
I also congratulate the coalition government on its
$400 000 support for the eisteddfod, which was
announced by the Premier on 5 October. The boost to
tourism and local businesses from competitors and
families who travel throughout Victoria for these events
is considerable. These grants ensure the viability of
eisteddfods by assisting with the costs associated with
the staging of these events. Investment in our youth is
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one of the very best investments any government can
make, and I recommend that the Minister for Youth
Affairs, Ryan Smith, take note of this exemplary work.
I congratulate him on his initiatives and input in this
area.

Information and communications technology:
procurement process
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I wish to raise a matter for the consideration of the
Assistant Treasurer, Gordon Rich-Phillips. I refer the
minister to the eServices panel and his recent so-called
refresh process. I request that the minister explain why
a number of very good Victorian ICT firms have
missed out on the panel while 20 per cent of his newly
refreshed panel are not available to take on work at the
moment. In his press release of 31 October the minister
claimed that the panel now has 368 suppliers, which is
the largest number since its inception. However, this is
misleading, because according to the website 72 of the
suppliers are not available to take on work until further
notice.
The ICT industry is painfully aware that the word
‘refresh’ is a euphemism for the botched tendering
process. A number of outstanding Victorian ICT firms
are currently providing services that are highly valued
by Victorian government departments and agencies.
Without flexibility regarding the mandatory provisions,
those services will be denied to these agencies in the
future and many fine Victorian ICT firms and
professionals will be lost to New South Wales and
Queensland in the process.
It is clear that this process is a sham, because Victorian
ICT firms of excellence that are currently providing
quality service to the Victorian government have been
excluded, while 72 firms that are unavailable to actually
do work have made it onto the panel.

Carbon tax: economic impact
Mr RAMSAY (Western Victoria) — The matter I
raise tonight is for the Minister for Agriculture and
Food Security, the Honourable Peter Walsh. Strangely
enough, like my friend and colleague Mr O’Brien, I
also wanted to raise an issue in relation to concerns that
have been raised with me in relation to some
exploratory work being done on coal seam gas. That
aside, I would also like to seek advice from the minister
about the possible impact the carbon tax legislation that
was passed in the Senate this week will have on
Victorian food producers and small businesses in the
western region of Victoria.

ADJOURNMENT
4530

COUNCIL

I raise this matter not to debate a bill that is not being
debated in this Parliament or to debate the ideology of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions but to seek advice
from the minister about the impact that the finetuning
of the legislation will have on Victorian communities,
including our farmers and small business owners, who
will receive no compensation — and here I include
accountants, fruit shop and milk bar owners and the like
as well as the food processing industries that are
dependent on electricity and are exposed with
substantial increases in costs.
We know that farmers are exposed to indirect costs like
power, fuel, fertilisers and freight costs, but the
intensive industries will be hardest hit, given that
electricity costs represent the greater proportion of
business input costs. The Australian Farm Institute has
estimated increases of $6000 to $7000 per year just in
electricity, which equates to about 1 cent per litre, a
$78 million tax to the industry or an increase of
$14 000 per dairy farm in additional costs and/or a
reduction of 25 per cent of operating profit.
The real sleeper issue here is that companies like Alcoa,
which the opposition did not see fit to support in its
request to extend its mining lease and which provides
hundreds and hundreds of jobs — —
Hon. M. P. Pakula — We did so!
Mr RAMSAY — The opposition did not oppose it
and did not support it.
Alcoa is a large philanthropic donor, but because of the
costs of the carbon tax it will have to slowly withdraw
funds it has donated to school programs like the Kids
Foundation in Ballarat. With the passing of the
18 pieces of legislation under the Clean Energy Bill
2011, I ask the minister if he would join me and meet
with the food producers and processors in my region,
such as CRF foods, Midfield meat, Regal ice-cream,
Happy Hens, Bartter’s and Hardwicks, to name a few,
and discuss how these companies can cushion the
impact of this tax while continuing to remain export
competitive with countries that have no carbon tax
regime.

Rail: Clayton level crossing
Mr TARLAMIS (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
Tonight I rise to raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Transport. The action I seek is an urgent
solution to the problem of the Clayton level crossing.
This level crossing is in urgent need of a solution, as
those opposite know all too well.

Thursday, 10 November 2011

The Clayton level crossing is situated between the
Monash Medical Centre and the Clayton shops on
Clayton Road. This very busy road is a major
thoroughfare. VicRoads figures show that about
22 000 cars use the crossing each day, with drivers and
pedestrians spending 30 minutes out of every hour
waiting for boom gates to be lifted during the morning
peak hours. Last month Victoria Police labelled the
crossing one of Melbourne’s most notorious level
crossings. The Department of Transport ranks the
Clayton Road level crossing seventh on its level
crossing priority list; it is one of Melbourne’s busiest
and most dangerous level crossings.
Apart from the frustration experienced by commuters
with long waits at all times of the day, there is a serious
issue with the crossing and its location. It is less than
1 kilometre from the Monash Medical Centre. In
reference to the crossing, the Ambulance Employees
Association of Victoria state secretary, Steve McGhie,
recently stated in the Waverley Leader that, ‘There’s no
question that if there’s a life-threatening situation,
avoiding a delay could be important to ensuring a good
outcome’. Ambulance paramedics who experience
lengthy delays in transporting critically injured patients
to hospital are often forced to get around gates by
driving through the intersection when the bells are
sounding, the boom gates are down and the lights are
flashing. For critical patients, this level crossing is a
critical issue.
It is of such a concern that one of my Liberal
parliamentary colleagues, Inga Peulich, raised the
matter in this place when she was a member of the
opposition. She even suggested that the government of
the day ignore the advice of public servants and look at
solutions contained in a detailed study undertaken by a
student of transport, which, she said, and I quote
directly from Hansard:
… looked at some cheaper options for resolving those issues;
I think it is worth having another look …

Currently, however, these cheaper options are not being
considered by the government for the Clayton level
crossing, nor are any options. The Clayton level
crossing is left out of the list of the 13 grade separations
at crossings announced by the government. Many of
them are not to be completed during this term of
government but are apparently being planned. The level
crossing in Brighton, which is ranked no. 223 by the
Department of Transport, and that in Polwarth — yes,
Polwarth, the minister’s own electorate — which is
ranked no. 394, are priorities for this government, but
the Clayton crossing is not a priority. It is ranked no. 7.
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I therefore call on the Minister for Transport to take
urgent action in relation to the Clayton level crossing,
and I look forward to my colleague Mrs Peulich joining
me in continuing to lobby for this outcome.

Gas: Wandong-Heathcote Junction supply
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I refer
Mr Baillieu, the Premier, to his own words that were
used prior to the last state election during a visit to
Wandong. They were words that he circulated on a
handbill in the communities of Wandong and Heathcote
Junction which stated that a Baillieu government
would:
… ensure delivery of natural gas to Wandong-Heathcote
Junction through the coalition’s announced Energy for the
Regions program if elected …

The action I seek from the Premier is that he live up to
his own words and deliver natural gas to the people of
Wandong-Heathcote Junction, because a promise is a
promise.
Since the state election, residents of
Wandong-Heathcote Junction have been left in the cold
and in the dark in relation to the delivery of
Mr Baillieu’s promise. As matters stand, there are no
funds in the state budget for the project. The Deputy
Premier, Mr Ryan, has released a list of towns to be
connected to natural gas, and Wandong-Heathcote
Junction is nowhere on that list.
The local Liberal MP, Ms McLeish, the member for
Seymour in the Assembly, has told the North Central
Review that she is not able to provide a time line
because one does not exist. Residents of
Wandong-Heathcote Junction are most insulted by
Ms McLeish’s statements in the North Central Review
about a tender process involving private gas companies.
Residents know all about private tender processes
because the Liberal Party criticised the former Labor
government’s tender processes for natural gas up hill
and down dale prior to the last election. Yet now the
Liberal Party is telling residents that a connection to
natural gas depends on a tender process. Last week
Jacinta Allan, the member for Bendigo East in the
Assembly, and I met with local residents in Wandong,
and they were understandably upset that the Premier is
not delivering on his promise.
Residents who have been chopping wood for decades,
who are not getting any younger, who cannot afford
$150 a week for bottled gas and who are worried about
exploding gas bottles in bushfires are not taking this
lying down. They deserve an answer from Mr Baillieu
on when he expects to deliver on his promise of
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providing natural gas to the people of
Wandong-Heathcote Junction.

Rail: Williamstown North level crossing
Hon. M. P. PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) —
The matter I raise is for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport and concerns the Williamstown North
railway station pedestrian crossing — —
Mr Finn — Which you have never been to.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — That is completely untrue,
Mr Finn.
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. M. P. PAKULA — Mr Finn! I have received
a piece of correspondence from Mr Bill Jaboor, the
chief executive officer of Hobsons Bay City Council.
He has indicated that at a recent meeting the council
resolved to write to the Victorian Rail Crossing Safety
Steering Committee requesting the provision of funds
for VicTrack to undertake the immediate installation of
automatic safety gates at the pedestrian crossing on the
north side of the railway crossing on Kororoit Creek
Road near the Williamstown North railway station.
The catalyst for that was a recent accident involving a
train and some cyclists. I am aware that the council has
written to Tom Sargent, the chair of the Victorian
Railway Crossing Safety Steering Committee, who is a
very good man, and has in effect requested that
Mr Sargant request the steering committee to give
serious consideration to the pedestrian crossing on the
north side of the crossing at Williamstown North
station.
The action I seek from the minister is simple: I ask that
he and his department give serious consideration to this
request from Hobsons Bay City Council. It is important
that that work be carried out at Williamstown North, so
I ask him to give that serious consideration and provide
me with any answer that he can about the outcome of
that consideration.

Responses
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Assistant
Treasurer) — I have responses to three matters raised
on the adjournment.
Mr Lenders raised a matter for the attention of the
Premier with respect to the ministerial code of conduct.
I will pass that matter on to the Premier, but in doing so
I will make a couple of points because Mr Lenders
seems to have forgotten his own words spoken in this
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chamber when he was Leader of the Government. He
would frequently stand up in this chamber and lecture
members about his responsibility under his oath of
office as a minister and under his oath of office as an
executive councillor, yet now he seemingly expects
Minister Hall, for some reason, to breach his oaths in
order to provide information to Mr Lenders. I think we
have a double standard here between what Mr Lenders
used to do and what he now expects of ministers in this
government.
Mr Lenders also raised the issue of the proposed
appointment of Jim Reeves to the Urban and Regional
Land Corporation a decade ago. I point out to
Mr Lenders that the matters canvassed at that time, a
decade ago, did not go to the question of whether
someone was or was not in the cabinet room at the time
that appointment was considered. As the inquiry by the
select committee of this Legislative Council reported, it
went to the issue of corruption of a process leading to
the selection of a candidate.
The third point I make on the matter raised by
Mr Lenders when he referred in question time to the
appointment to that board of Mr Stoney, a former
member of this place, is about the criteria by which
Mr Stoney qualified for that job. There would be few
members in this place with more experience, and I note
that the person Mr Stoney replaces on that board is
none other than one Monica Gould, a former member
of this place, who has vastly less knowledge and
experience of the forestry industry than Mr Stoney, who
is replacing her.
The next matter was raised by Ms Hartland for the
attention of the Minister for Education with respect to
Footscray City Primary School and the Steiner program
at that school. I will pass that on to the Minister for
Education.
Mrs Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Gaming
with respect to the Victorian Responsible Gambling
Foundation and requested that the foundation and the
minister work to develop a suite of programs to address
different intensities of problem gambling. I will pass
that on to the minister.
Mr Jennings raised a matter for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change with respect to beach
erosion in Mordialloc. I will pass that matter on to the
current minister.
Mr O’Brien raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Agriculture and Food Security with respect
to coal seam gas extraction and the need for the
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minister to assess its impact on aquifers and
groundwater in the western region.
Ms Pulford raised a matter for my attention in my role
as minister responsible for WorkSafe Victoria. She
spoke about a workplace where a number of allegations
have been made around bullying matters and sought
that I provide her with information about that particular
workplace, its claims history and so forth. I say to
Ms Pulford that it would not be an appropriate response
for me to provide that information to her, but I will
undertake that if she can provide me with details of the
matters that have been raised with her, I will pursue
them with WorkSafe Victoria.
Mrs Petrovich raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Youth Affairs with respect to the
Live4Life program in Macedon Ranges and how
effective it has been for young people. She asked that
the Minister for Youth Affairs be cognisant of the
achievements of that program and its possible
application elsewhere.
Mr Somyurek raised a matter for me in my role as
Assistant Treasurer with respect to the e-services panel.
Mr Somyurek seems to be the only one complaining
about the e-services panel refresh. This refresh has put
into the e-services panel a record 368 suppliers. This is
the largest ever e-services panel in Victoria, with
180 additional firms added as a consequence of the
refresh, including around 250 new categories of
suppliers. We have the largest ever panel providing
services to government. More than half of the panel are
Australian SMEs (small and medium businesses), and
the vast majority of those are Victorian SMEs. The
panel provides a great opportunity for Victorian and
Australian suppliers to contract for government, and it
provides a depth and breadth of capability to
government in order to ensure that we obtain best value
for money through the procurement that the
government undertakes in e-services.
Mr Ramsay raised a matter for the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security with respect to the
impact of the carbon tax legislation on Victorian
communities, particularly agricultural communities,
and the broader impacts of that legislation and changes
to that legislation. I will pass that on to the Minister for
Agriculture and Food Security.
Mr Tarlamis raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Public Transport with respect to a Clayton
level crossing upgrade. I am very pleased that
Mr Tarlamis is advocating for his electorate on these
matters. If he had been in previous parliaments, he
could have advocated to the previous government when
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it had 11 years to do something about this matter but
did not. Mr Tarlamis noted that Mrs Peulich has
advocated on the matter of this Clayton level crossing,
and I am sure that Mrs Peulich continues to advocate
directly to the Minister for Public Transport, as she is a
good representative of the electorate. But I will pass
that matter on to the Minister for Public Transport.
Ms Broad raised a matter for the Premier with respect
to Wandong and Heathcote Junction and the connection
of natural gas. I will pass that on to the Premier.
Mr Pakula raised a matter for the Minister for Public
Transport with respect to a pedestrian crossing at
Williamstown North railway station. I will pass that on
to the Minister for Public Transport.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 6.57 p.m. until Tuesday,
22 November.
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Tuesday, 8 November 2011
Grassland Society of Southern Australia: annual conference
Raised with:

Minister for Agriculture and Food Security

Raised by:

Mr Lenders

Raised on:

15 June 2011

REPLY:
The coalition government recognises the valuable work of the Grassland Society of Southern Australia in providing
information to farmers on improved grassland agricultural production systems.
The Victorian government participated in the Grassland Society conference in Hamilton this year, with the
Department of Primary Industries as a major session sponsor.
The Grassland Society of Southern Australia are advertising their 53rd annual conference in 2012 to be held in
Launceston, Tasmania. It is not clear what benefit to Victorian primary producers the opposition spokesman
believes will result from the Minister for Agriculture and Food Security joining him in flying to Tasmania and
attending the 2012 conference in Launceston. Furthermore, it is too early to commit a time in the diary at this stage.
Coalition government members are constantly in regional Victoria meeting primary producers and community
organisations.

Road safety: government initiatives
Raised with:

Assistant Treasurer

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

16 June 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the issue of government road safety initiatives and specifically your suggestion for a Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) campaign to address the issue of speed limit confusion in the western suburbs.
The TAC addresses major road safety issues such as drink and drug driving, young driver issues and speeding.
The TAC’s key public education focus for the coming year is reducing speed related trauma. Speed is now
considered to be the major contributor to serious injury on Victorian roads.
While the TAC is aware that drivers may not always be fully conscious of speed limit postings, the variations in
speed that may occur because of this over short distances has not been identified as a major contributor to serious
injury figures.
VicRoads is currently undertaking a review of Victorian speed limits. The aim of this review is to make speed
limits consistent and easier to comply with and I urge you to contact VicRoads regarding this issue.
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The other option that may be possible would be to apply for a TAC community road safety grant to run a localised
campaign to address the issues you have raised. The road safety grants program makes grants of up to $20 000
available for community-based projects conducted by not-for-profit groups that can demonstrate a specific local
road safety issue and create a project to address it.

Family violence: Bsafe program
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

28 June 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for bringing this issue to the attention of Parliament.
The Bsafe pilot, funded through the commonwealth government’s national community crime prevention program,
demonstrated a partnership between Women’s Health Goulburn North East and Victoria Police.
In addition, as the member acknowledged in her adjournment debate, the ministers for women’s affairs and for
crime prevention have met with Women’s Health Goulburn North East to discuss other options for the future
funding of Bsafe.
The Victorian government is committed to responding more effectively to family violence. That is why we have
invested over $50 million across government agencies this financial year to support whole-of-government
programs that will increase the safety of women and children and the accountability of perpetrators.
In addition, the Victorian government provided $2 million over two years to fund two demonstration pilots in the
city of Hume and the city of Greater Geelong to develop more effective responses to women and children at highest
risk. These pilots, focusing on a holistic multi-agency response, will be evaluated and closely monitored to inform
future Victorian government investment in this area.
In recognition of the importance of working upstream to stop violence against women before it occurs, the Minister
for Women’s Affairs recently announced $1.26 million over four years for three local government clusters to run
prevention programs.
The Victorian government’s other family violence initiatives include expanding the successful family violence risk
assessment training, and improving cross sector integration to ensure effective pathways for women accessing
mental health services, disability services, primary care and drug and alcohol services. Strengthening risk
management is also a priority in improving integrated system reform. New practice guidelines are being developed
for family violence, police and justice services.
This investment in family violence prevention will provide women with more effective and integrated support, and
will ensure that women have greater confidence to report family violence.
The Victorian government waits with interest for any advice from the commonwealth of their intention to provide
ongoing funding for this program.
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Children: Take a Break program
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

30 June 2011

REPLY:
I thank the member for raising the important issue of funding for the Take a Break occasional child care program.
I agree with her sentiments regarding the importance of child care for families.
Child-care funding is primarily a commonwealth government responsibility. Accordingly, the Take a Break
program has been predominantly funded through the commonwealth’s neighbourhood model occasional care
program.
In the 2010–11 federal budget, the commonwealth government cut the funding to the Take A Break program with
6 weeks notice. To minimise the disruption to families and services, the then Victorian government brought
forward its share of funding from 2011–12 to enable Take A Break to continue through 2010–11. The current
Victorian government provided transitional funding for the Take a Break program for the remainder of this
calendar year. However, it is not sustainable for Victoria to continue to fully fund a program that is a
commonwealth responsibility.
A commitment to continue funding for the program under the previous longstanding arrangements has already been
made by the Victorian government, and the federal coalition has stated that it would live up to its responsibility to
fund child care and restore funding to the program.
The Victorian Minister for Children and Early Childhood, the Hon. Wendy Lovell, MLC, has written to the federal
minister to seek the reinstatement of federal funding and wrote again to ask that the federal minister consider
flexibility in the federal child-care benefit program so that these services can continue. To date no reply has been
received.

Government: procurement policy
Raised with:

Minister for Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the matter raised by you during the adjournment debate in the Legislative Council on 17 August 2011.
The issue was raised for the Treasurer, but as this matter falls within my portfolio responsibility, I am responding
on behalf of the Treasurer.
I am advised that the contract under which Victoria Police engaged Yakka Pty Ltd for the supply of police shirts
expired on 30 June 2011, and that since that date Victoria Police has not entered into any further contractual
arrangement with Yakka P/L, or made any payment to Yakka P/L, or supplier to that company, for the purchase of
shirts or shirt material. Victoria Police advises that it has received all goods for which payment to this supplier has
been made and that no deliveries are outstanding.
Victoria Police released a public tender on 3 August 2011 for a new general duties uniform with a 12-week period
before tenders were to be submitted.
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As an interim measure, until 1 April 2011 Victoria Police entered into a short-term contract arrangement with
Trade Import Services. This contract is published on the Victorian Government Procurement Board (VGPB)
contracts publishing site. I am advised by Victoria Police that the decision to engage Trade Import Services as the
interim supplier was done within established VGPB supply policy.
I am advised that the specifications for the new uniform have been developed with significant assistance from the
peak industry body, the Council of Textiles and Fashion Industries Australia Ltd with a view to maximising
opportunities for Australian industry to participate in the tender process.
I trust this information is of assistance and thank you for bringing your concerns to my attention.

My Future My Choice: funding
Raised with:

Minister for Community Services

Raised by:

Mr Tee

Raised on:

17 August 2011

REPLY:
It is incorrect to suggest that the Victorian government is not continuing to fund My Future My Choice. The
government is committed to working with young people who have a disability and their families to ensure they
have access to the care and supports they need.
The 2011–12 state budget allocated over $9.3 million to continue funding My Future My Choice and this funding
is recurrent.
The funding will support 104 young people to live in accommodation that best suits their needs and provide
120 individual support packages to help young people live in a variety of settings.
The government is continuing to identify younger people living in, or at risk of entry into residential aged care, as a
priority for support.
In recognition of the demand for disability supports, the 2011–12 state budget provided $93 million of additional
funding for disability services over four years. This includes funding for innovative respite support, more funding
for aids and equipment, and additional supported accommodation places — all of which are key strategies in
maintaining people in community settings rather than in inappropriate aged care.
It also includes $17.9m over four years to continue the expanded Acquired Brain Injury — Slow to Recover
program and provide other related supports for people with acquired brain injury. This brings the total recurrent
funding for the Slow to Recover program to over $10m per annum, increasing the number of people who avoid
entering aged care because they can receive therapy and rehabilitation support within their own home.
Further, an additional 391 individual support packages will be allocated during 2011–12.
The Victorian government is working with other states and territories and the commonwealth government to
determine future directions for responding to this population.
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Energy: price comparison
Raised with:

Minister for Energy and Resources

Raised by:

Mr Barber

Raised on:

30 August 2011

REPLY:
I refer to the adjournment debate matter you raised for my attention on 30 August 2011 regarding energy switching
websites.
The Energy Retail Code (and, for that matter, the Code of Conduct for Marketing Retail Energy in Victoria) are
regulatory codes developed and enforced by the Essential Services Commission, an independent statutory
authority. Section 12 of the Essential Services Commission Act 2001 explicitly precludes ministerial direction of
the actions of the commission.
In my previous response to you regarding this matter on 31 May 2011, in my capacity as Minister for Consumer
Affairs, I noted that these businesses are prohibited from making false or misleading representations about goods or
services in chapter 3 of the Australian Consumer Law (ACL).
You noted that one of these sites has recently been subject to Federal Court action brought by the Australian
Competition and Consumer Commission pursuant (ACCC) pursuant to the ACL. The ACCC has since obtained an
enforceable undertaking from the body concerned to address its marketing practices.
I consider that the action brought by the ACCC demonstrates that the ACL is the correct framework in which to
deal with these concerns, and that action is being taken to enforce the requirements of the ACL for the benefit of
consumers.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

Bendigo hospital: construction
Raised with:

Minister for Health

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

1 September 2011

REPLY:
Mr Drum has raised two matters relating to the invitation for expressions of interest in the New Bendigo Hospital
project.
The first of these asks for an estimate of the labour force that will be sourced from within and around Bendigo. It is
estimated that the New Bendigo Hospital project will create 735 construction industry and supply chain jobs. A
large proportion of these are expected to be filled by locals. The New Bendigo Hospital project will provide the
largest economic stimulus to Bendigo and the surrounding community since the gold rush in the 1850s.
The second asks about the overall time lines of the project. The Baillieu government is committed to an efficient
procurement process and expects that potential bidders will respond accordingly. Despite expanding the project
with the investment of an additional $102 million, provided in the 2011–12 budget, the new Bendigo Hospital will
be delivered in the same time lines as Labor’s proposal.
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Mental health: government inquiry
Raised with:

Minister for Mental Health

Raised by:

Mr Jennings

Raised on:

14 September 2011

REPLY:
The chief psychiatrist is the appropriate person to undertake this investigation. Mental health facilities are operated
by individual health services across the state, having responsibility for day-to-day operations. The chief
psychiatrist’s role is to develop clinical guidance and help improve standards of treatment and care in these
facilities and provide policy and clinical advice to government.
Given Dr Vine’s knowledge of Victorian area mental health services and access to them, she is best placed to carry
out the required investigation in the time frame allocated. To aid the chief psychiatrist in this work, senior clinicians
from interstate will be involved, as they were in the Thomas Embling investigation.
I understand that there is strong support for this investigation. For example, it has been welcomed by both the
Public Advocate and the health services commissioner.

International Student Legal Advice Clinic: funding
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Hon. M. P. Pakula

Raised on:

11 October 2011

REPLY:
The International Student Legal Advice Clinic (ISLAC) was established in 2009 and first received government
funding in 2010. The service is provided by the Western Suburbs Legal Service (WSLS) following a tender process
run by Victoria Legal Aid (VLA) in 2010.
The service operates a drop in service in the CBD one evening per week and by appointment for a half day per
week on alternate days in Newport and Box Hill.
Under the previous Labor government short-term funding of approximately $220 000 for the service was provided
through the Department of Justice on a pilot basis for one year only. No commitment to any recurrent funding
beyond the one-year pilot period was ever made.
As part of the 2011 state budget, the government allocated over $9 million to community legal centres (CLCs) for
recurrent funding. These funds are allocated to particular CLCs by VLA, which operates independently of the
government.
VLA has informed the government that it will provide funding for ISLAC to able to continue in operation until at
least the end of the current 2011–12 financial year. During this time, VLA will assess the evaluation of the initial
pilot program and consider the most appropriate way to provide legal advice services for international students in
the future.
Whilst the work performed by the service is important, VLA considers its actual client numbers to be relatively low
compared to the funding it receives.
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Skills training: i-STEP program
Raised with:

Minister for Higher Education and Skills

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

13 October 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I refer to your request raised during the adjournment debate on 13 October 2011 concerning the i-STEP program.
As this program falls within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Manufacturing, Exports and Trade, I
have referred this matter to the Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva, MLC.
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Native vegetation: legislation
Raised with:

Minister for Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Ramsay

Raised on:

25 May 2011

REPLY:
Victoria’s native vegetation clearing controls are intended to deliver outcomes that appropriately balance economic
and environmental considerations.
A planning permit is required to remove native vegetation in most instances. However, there are a broad range of
exemptions which enable the normal use and maintenance of buildings, infrastructure and other assets without the
need for a permit.
For example, no planning permit is required to:
– conduct fuel reduction burning;
– remove vegetation where there is an immediate risk of personal injury or damage to property;
– clear vegetation for a width of up to four metres to maintain a fence or construct a new fence on property
boundaries; and
– remove regrowth from land legally cleared in the past.
The Victorian Competition and Efficiency Commission (VCEC) estimated that the cost to Victorian business of
meeting the native vegetation regulations was approximately $41 million per year. Most of this cost comprises the
purchase costs of native vegetation offsets which are subject to market supply and demand.
The Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) is committed to the continuous improvement of the
clearing controls. Recent reforms to the application of the native vegetation framework have achieved some
improvements regarding compliance and information costs. For example, in response to the VCEC 2009 inquiry
into environmental regulation, the DSE introduced a risk based assessment of applications to remove native
vegetation, making the process more efficient. This has resulted in an estimated saving of $3 million to proponents
property owners wishing to clear small amounts of native vegetation.
Maintenance of roads and utilities
In addition to the above, no permit is required to maintain public roads or construct and maintain utility assets
where it is undertaken in accordance with standards agreed between the DSE and relevant agencies.
To date, 42 councils in Victoria maintain their roads without the need for planning permits under standards set in an
agreement between DSE and councils.
DSE has been working with the Local Government Native Vegetation Reference Group to settle the form of a new
exemption for roadside bushfire risk reduction as recommended by the Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission.
The group includes representation from local councils, VicRoads, the Country Fire Authority and the Department
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of Planning and Community Development. It is jointly chaired by the Municipal Association of Victoria and DSE.
The group has endorsed a new draft exemption.
DSE is also working closely with Victorian water corporations to develop codes of practice (CoP) which set out
agreed standards and streamline approvals to construct and maintain water utilities.
Goulburn-Murray Water’s CoP was recently approved by the secretary of DSE. An industry-wide CoP prepared by
the Victorian Water Industry Association has also been endorsed by DSE for broader community consultation by
water corporations.
Removal of debris from channels
The removal of dead vegetation, willows and regrowth from rivers, streams and channels does not require a
planning permit for native vegetation removal.
However, rivers and streams are sensitive environments and may provide habitat for various species protected by
state and commonwealth threatened species legislation. DSE regularly works with relevant agencies to coordinate
approvals where required.
Firewood collection
Collection of firewood does not require a planning permit for native vegetation removal.
From 1 September 2011, access to firewood for domestic use will be made easier by removing the requirement to
obtain a permit to collect firewood from state forests and parks where collection is allowed.
This new approach will make firewood collection from public land more straightforward and affordable for all
Victorians, while balancing community safety and the protection of the environment.
Firewood collection will be allowed in designated firewood collection areas during an autumn season
(1 March–30 June) and a spring season (1 September–30 November). The spring season may be closed early if
required to manage bushfire risk.
Decisions relating to firewood collection on roadsides remains with the road management authority, usually
VicRoads or local government. The permission of the road management authority is required for the collection of
firewood from roadsides.
Utility installations on private land
Water corporations make decisions about pipeline routes as part of project design taking into consideration safety,
environmental impact, constructability and economics.
Water corporations endeavour to consult widely with affected landowners throughout the planning, design,
construction and remediation stages of a project.
Where a decision is made for a utility to be installed on private land, water corporations seek to restore the land to
the condition it was prior to works. Compensation is negotiated directly between the water corporation and landholder under the Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986.
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Department of Sustainability and Environment: advertising
Raised with:

Minister for Water

Raised by:

Ms Pulford

Raised on:

15 September 2011

REPLY:
The Victorian government delivered an awareness raising campaign to promote the rebates program to the
community, in particular small businesses and non-reticulated households which were not eligible for a rebate
under the previous scheme.
The advertising campaign focused on radio and print in both metro and regional areas and also targeted culturally
and linguistically diverse (CALD) media.
Advertising was complemented by media relations, printed material for suppliers and retail outlets, information
packages for water corporations, information on government websites, and social media activities.
In line with the government’s policy to reduce advertising expenditure, this campaign selected advertising media
based on the best ways to reach its target audiences of small business and non-reticulated households within the
budget.
The media suite for each advertising campaign is different and based upon the objectives of the campaign or
communication and budget. Smaller regional papers are not discounted and are considered when selecting the most
appropriate advertising media.

Autism: Eastern Metropolitan Region constituent
Raised with:

Minister for Education

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

11 October 2011

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I look forward to receiving your correspondence and will deal with the matter at that time.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 8 November 2011
Premier: Department of Business and Innovation — coordinating minister
205.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Business and Innovation:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to the Department of Business and Innovation, the coordinating minister is The Hon. Louise Asher, MP.
The coordinating ministers for other departments are as follows:
Department of Education and Early Childhood Development — The Hon. Peter Hall, MLC.
Department of Health — The Hon. David Davis, MLC.
Department of Human Services — The Hon. Mary Wooldridge, MP.
Department of Justice — The Hon. Robert Clark, MP.
Department of Planning and Community Development — The Hon. Peter Ryan, MP.
Department of Premier and Cabinet — The Hon. Ted Baillieu, MP.
Department of Primary Industries — The Hon. Peter Walsh, MP.
Department of Sustainability and Environment — The Hon. Ryan Smith, MP.
Department of Transport — The Hon. Terry Mulder, MP.
Department of Treasury and Finance — The Hon. Kim Wells, MP.
Coordinating ministers are identified for purely administrative purposes; all ministers are responsible for the
portfolios to which they are commissioned and for the legislation assigned to them under the administrative
arrangements orders published from time to time in the Victoria Government Gazette and posted on the
Department of Premier and Cabinet website, to which I refer the honourable member.

Premier: Department of Education and Early Childhood Development — coordinating minister
206.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Education and Early Childhood Development:
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Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Health — coordinating minister
207.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Health:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Justice — coordinating minister
208.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Justice:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Planning and Community Development — coordinating minister
209.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Planning and Community Development:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Primary Industries — coordinating minister
210.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Primary Industries:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Sustainability and Environment — coordinating minister
211.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Sustainability and Environment:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: Department of Transport — coordinating minister
212.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Transport:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.
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Premier: Department of Treasury and Finance — coordinating minister
213.

MR LENDERS — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): In relation to the Department of
Treasury and Finance:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Who is the coordinating minister for the department.
Who are the other ministers with portfolio responsibilities within the department.
Why is the coordinating minister for the department not identified on the department’s website as
of 23 March 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the honourable member to the answer given to question no. 205.

Premier: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
625.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): On which dates between
2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the Premier visit any locality within the city of Ballarat, and on
each occasion:
(1)
(2)

Who did the Premier meet with.
Did the Premier make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have visited numerous municipalities and communities throughout regional and country Victoria during the
specified periods and in the course of doing so I have undertaken a number of engagements.

Premier: public transport tickets
672.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Premier): What was the cost of public
transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the private office of each minister and parliamentary
secretary for each of the following financial years —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

2005-06;
2006-07;
2007-08;
2008-09; and
2009-10.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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DEPARTMENT OF PREMIER and CABINET
Financial Year
2005-2006
2006-2007
2007-2008
2008-2009
2009-2010

Total Cost
$120.27
$104.64
$69.18
$171.83
$52.64

DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY and FINANCE
Financial Year
2005-2006
2006-2007
2007-2008
2008-2009
2009-2010

Total Cost
$25.09
$0
$0
$0
$0

The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development, Department of Health, Department of Human
Services, Department of Transport, Department of Business and Innovation, Department of Justice, Department of
Sustainability and Environment, Department of Primary Industries and Department of Planning and Community
Development do not have the reporting structures in place to provide detail regarding this request.

Arts: fees, charges, taxes, levies and other costs
2261.

MS PULFORD — To ask the Minister for Health (for the Minister for the Arts): In relation to each fee,
charge, tax and levy, or any other costs payable by members of the public or incorporated association in
the Arts portfolio —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

what is the name of the fee, charge, tax, levy or other cost;
what is the current schedule or rate of charge;
are any increases scheduled in the next 12 months;
how are any changes reviewed or decided upon and determined by Government or its departments
or agencies; and
what was the total revenue for each charge for the 2010-11 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The details of state taxes and charges are set out in the relevant legislation or subordinate legislation, which is
subject to approval or disallowance by either house of the Parliament. This has been the practice of successive
governments.
More information can be found in 2011–12 budget paper no. 5 — Statement of Finances, which details the revised
estimates of state revenue and the public account.
The value of a penalty or fee unit is determined under the Monetary Unit Act 2004 and fixed each year by notice
published in the Victorian Government Gazette. Other state fees and charges are periodically gazetted and
published on the websites of administering departments and agencies.
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Local government: Affairs of State
5688.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Allygroup
5689.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: AusAccess Unit Trust
5690.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5691.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Baber Roger Peters
5692.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Barton Deakin
5693.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5694.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Bluegrass Consulting
5695.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Burson-Marsteller
5696.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: CamCom-Campaign Communications
5697.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Cameron Milner
5698.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Cannings Corporate Communications
5699.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Carney Associates
5700.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Chris Schacht
5701.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Clean Economy Services
5702.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5703.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5704.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Cosway Australia
5705.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Cox Inall Communications
5706.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: CPI Strategic
5707.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5708.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: CSR Ltd
5709.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Dan Cass and Company
5710.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Daskay Pty Ltd
5711.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
5712.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
5713.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
5714.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Edunity
5715.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Embark Worldwide Consulting
5716.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
5717.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
5718.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Essential Media Communications
5719.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
5720.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
5721.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: G. F. Richardson
5722.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
5723.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
5724.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
5725.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
5726.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Hawker Britton
5727.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Hill and Knowlton
5728.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: HTT Trust
5729.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
5730.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4568

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: InsideOut Strategic
5731.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
5732.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
5733.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
5734.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
5735.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
5736.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
5737.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: John Cook
5738.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: John Martin McQuilten
5739.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Kenneth Gordon Betts
5740.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: KPMG
5741.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
5742.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: LESL Services Pty Ltd
5743.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: LK Creative
5744.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Manallack Pty Ltd
5745.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
5746.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
5747.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Martin Jones
5748.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Max Jackson and Associates
5749.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Media Affairs
5750.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Melbourne Public Relations Group
5751.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Michael Kelly
5752.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: MPR
5753.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Next Generation Thinking
5754.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Numbat Consulting
5755.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
5756.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
5757.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Pesel and Carr
5758.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Phoenix Public Affairs
5759.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Place Consultancy
5760.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Porter Novelli
5761.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
5762.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
5763.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust
and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
5764.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
5765.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: RedStick Strategic Communications
5766.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
5767.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Reputation Pty Ltd
5768.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Res Publica
5769.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5770.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5771.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: SAS Group
5772.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Shac Pty Ltd
5773.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5774.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Socom Pty Ltd
5775.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Local government: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5776.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5777.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Strategic Partnership Group
5778.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5779.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5780.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: The Strategic Counsel
5781.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5782.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Local government: Wilkinson Group
5783.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
For the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with
representatives of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Affairs of State
5880.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Allygroup
5881.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: AusAccess Unit Trust
5882.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5883.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Baber Roger Peters
5884.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Barton Deakin
5885.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5886.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Bluegrass Consulting
5887.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Burson-Marsteller
5888.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: CamCom-Campaign Communications
5889.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Cameron Milner
5890.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Cannings Corporate Communications
5891.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Carney Associates
5892.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Chris Schacht
5893.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Clean Economy Services
5894.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5895.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5896.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Cosway Australia
5897.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Cox Inall Communications
5898.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: CPI Strategic
5899.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5900.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: CSR Ltd
5901.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Dan Cass and Company
5902.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Daskay Pty Ltd
5903.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
5904.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
5905.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
5906.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Edunity
5907.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Embark Worldwide Consulting
5908.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
5909.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 November 2011

(4)

COUNCIL

4599

Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
5910.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Essential Media Communications
5911.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
5912.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
5913.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: G. F. Richardson
5914.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
5915.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
5916.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
5917.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
5918.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Hawker Britton
5919.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Hill and Knowlton
5920.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: HTT Trust
5921.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
5922.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4604

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: InsideOut Strategic
5923.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
5924.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
5925.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 November 2011

(4)

COUNCIL

4605

Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
5926.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
5927.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
5928.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
5929.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: John Cook
5930.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: John Martin McQuilten
5931.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Kenneth Gordon Betts
5932.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: KPMG
5933.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
5934.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: LESL Services Pty Ltd
5935.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: LK Creative
5936.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Manallack Pty Ltd
5937.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
5938.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
5939.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Martin Jones
5940.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Max Jackson and Associates
5941.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Media Affairs
5942.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Melbourne Public Relations Group
5943.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Michael Kelly
5944.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: MPR
5945.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Next Generation Thinking
5946.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Numbat Consulting
5947.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
5948.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
5949.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4614

COUNCIL

(4)

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Pesel and Carr
5950.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Phoenix Public Affairs
5951.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Place Consultancy
5952.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Porter Novelli
5953.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
5954.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
5955.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
5956.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
5957.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: RedStick Strategic Communications
5958.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
5959.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4618

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

Ports: Reputation Pty Ltd
5960.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Res Publica
5961.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
5962.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
5963.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: SAS Group
5964.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Shac Pty Ltd
5965.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Shelly Freeman Consultant
5966.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Socom Pty Ltd
5967.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Ports: Statecraft Pty Ltd
5968.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
5969.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Strategic Partnership Group
5970.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
5971.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
5972.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: The Strategic Counsel
5973.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
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Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
5974.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.

Ports: Wilkinson Group
5975.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Ports): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009.
The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of conduct.
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Public transport: Affairs of State
5976.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Allygroup
5977.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: AusAccess Unit Trust
5978.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
5979.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Baber Roger Peters
5980.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Barton Deakin
5981.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
5982.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Bluegrass Consulting
5983.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Burson-Marsteller
5984.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: CamCom-Campaign Communications
5985.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Cameron Milner
5986.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Cannings Corporate Communications
5987.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Carney Associates
5988.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Chris Schacht
5989.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: Clean Economy Services
5990.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
5991.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
5992.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Cosway Australia
5993.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Cox Inall Communications
5994.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: CPI Strategic
5995.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
5996.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: CSR Ltd
5997.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Dan Cass and Company
5998.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Daskay Pty Ltd
5999.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
6000.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
6001.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
6002.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Edunity
6003.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: Embark Worldwide Consulting
6004.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
6005.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
6006.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Essential Media Communications
6007.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
6008.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
6009.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: G. F. Richardson
6010.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
6011.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
6012.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
6013.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
6014.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Hawker Britton
6015.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Hill and Knowlton
6016.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: HTT Trust
6017.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
6018.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: InsideOut Strategic
6019.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
6020.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
6021.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
6022.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
6023.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
6024.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
6025.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: John Cook
6026.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: John Martin McQuilten
6027.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Kenneth Gordon Betts
6028.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: KPMG
6029.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
6030.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: LESL Services Pty Ltd
6031.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: LK Creative
6032.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Manallack Pty Ltd
6033.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
6034.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
6035.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Martin Jones
6036.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Max Jackson and Associates
6037.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Media Affairs
6038.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Melbourne Public Relations Group
6039.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Michael Kelly
6040.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: MPR
6041.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Next Generation Thinking
6042.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Numbat Consulting
6043.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
6044.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
6045.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: Pesel and Carr
6046.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Phoenix Public Affairs
6047.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Place Consultancy
6048.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Porter Novelli
6049.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
6050.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
6051.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
6052.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
6053.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: RedStick Strategic Communications
6054.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
6055.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Reputation Pty Ltd
6056.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Res Publica
6057.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
6058.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
6059.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Public transport: SAS Group
6060.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Shac Pty Ltd
6061.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Shelly Freeman Consultant
6062.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Socom Pty Ltd
6063.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Statecraft Pty Ltd
6064.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
6065.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Strategic Partnership Group
6066.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
6067.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
6068.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: The Strategic Counsel
6069.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
6070.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Public transport: Wilkinson Group
6071.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Public Transport): For
the period 2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives
of the lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Affairs of State
6072.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Allygroup
6073.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Allygroup and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: AusAccess Unit Trust
6074.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
6075.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Baber Roger Peters
6076.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Barton Deakin
6077.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
6078.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Bluegrass Consulting
6079.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Burson-Marsteller
6080.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: CamCom-Campaign Communications
6081.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Cameron Milner
6082.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Cannings Corporate Communications
6083.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Carney Associates
6084.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Chris Schacht
6085.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Chris Schacht and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Clean Economy Services
6086.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
6087.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
6088.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Cosway Australia
6089.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Cox Inall Communications
6090.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 November 2011

COUNCIL

4665

Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: CPI Strategic
6091.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
6092.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: CSR Ltd
6093.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Dan Cass and Company
6094.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Daskay Pty Ltd
6095.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
6096.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
6097.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
6098.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Edunity
6099.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Edunity and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Embark Worldwide Consulting
6100.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
6101.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
6102.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Essential Media Communications
6103.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
6104.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
6105.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: G. F. Richardson
6106.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
6107.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
6108.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
6109.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
6110.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Hawker Britton
6111.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Hill and Knowlton
6112.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: HTT Trust
6113.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm HTT Trust and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
6114.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: InsideOut Strategic
6115.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InsideOut Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
6116.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
6117.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
6118.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
6119.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
6120.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
6121.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4676

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: John Cook
6122.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: John Martin McQuilten
6123.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Kenneth Gordon Betts
6124.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: KPMG
6125.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
6126.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: LESL Services Pty Ltd
6127.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: LK Creative
6128.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Manallack Pty Ltd
6129.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
6130.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
6131.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Martin Jones
6132.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Max Jackson and Associates
6133.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Media Affairs
6134.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Melbourne Public Relations Group
6135.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 November 2011

COUNCIL

4681

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Michael Kelly
6136.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: MPR
6137.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Next Generation Thinking
6138.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Numbat Consulting
6139.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
6140.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
6141.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Pesel and Carr
6142.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Phoenix Public Affairs
6143.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: Place Consultancy
6144.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Porter Novelli
6145.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
6146.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
6147.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
6148.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
6149.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4686

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: RedStick Strategic Communications
6150.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
6151.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Reputation Pty Ltd
6152.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Res Publica
6153.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
6154.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
6155.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: SAS Group
6156.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Shac Pty Ltd
6157.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Roads: Shelly Freeman Consultant
6158.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Socom Pty Ltd
6159.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Statecraft Pty Ltd
6160.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
6161.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Strategic Partnership Group
6162.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
6163.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
6164.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: The Strategic Counsel
6165.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
6166.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Roads: Wilkinson Group
6167.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Roads): For the period
2 December 2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the
lobbying firm Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Affairs of State
7416.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Affairs of State and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Allygroup
7417.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Allygroup and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: AusAccess Unit Trust
7418.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
AusAccess Unit Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Australian Public Affairs Partnership Ltd
7419.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Australian Public Affairs Partnership Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Baber Roger Peters
7420.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Baber Roger Peters and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Barton Deakin
7421.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Barton Deakin and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd
7422.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Berkeley Consultants Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Bluegrass Consulting
7423.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Bluegrass Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Burson-Marsteller
7424.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Burson-Marsteller and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: CamCom-Campaign Communications
7425.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
CamCom-Campaign Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Cameron Milner
7426.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Cameron Milner and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Cannings Corporate Communications
7427.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Cannings Corporate Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Carney Associates
7428.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Carney Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Chris Schacht
7429.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Chris Schacht and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Clean Economy Services
7430.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Clean Economy Services and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd
7431.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Clifton Consulting Services Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd
7432.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Corporate Words Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Cosway Australia
7433.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Cosway Australia and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Cox Inall Communications
7434.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Cox Inall Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: CPI Strategic
7435.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
CPI Strategic and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: CPR Communications and Public Relations Pty Ltd
7436.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
CPR Communications & Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: CSR Ltd
7437.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
CSR Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Dan Cass and Company
7438.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Dan Cass & Company and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Daskay Pty Ltd
7439.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Daskay Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd
7440.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Daymark Public Relations Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Diplomacy Pty Ltd
7441.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Diplomacy Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: EC Strategies Pty Ltd
7442.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
EC Strategies Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Edunity
7443.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Edunity and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Embark Worldwide Consulting
7444.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Embark Worldwide Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd
7445.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Endeavour Consulting Group Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd
7446.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Enhance Corporate Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Essential Media Communications
7447.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Essential Media Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: FIPRA Australia Pty Ltd
7448.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
FIPRA Australia Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: G and A Commercial Services Pty Ltd
7449.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
G & A Commercial Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: G. F. Richardson
7450.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
G. F. Richardson and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Galbraith and Company Pty Ltd
7451.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Galbraith & Company Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd
7452.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Gell Southam Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd
7453.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Government Relations Australia Advisory Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd
7454.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Government Relations Solutions Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Hawker Britton
7455.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Hawker Britton and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Hill and Knowlton
7456.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Hill & Knowlton and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: HTT Trust
7457.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
HTT Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd
7458.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Hugo Halliday Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: InsideOut Strategic
7459.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
InsideOut Strategic and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: InterCapital Group Pty Ltd
7460.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
InterCapital Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd
7461.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Intermediary Consulting Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd
7462.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Ivydale Nominees Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Jackson Wells Pty Ltd
7463.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Jackson Wells Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Jeni Coutts and Associates Pty Ltd
7464.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Jeni Coutts & Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: John Connolly and Partners Pty Ltd
7465.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
John Connolly & Partners Pty Limited and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: John Cook
7466.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
John Cook and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: John Martin McQuilten
7467.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
John Martin McQuilten and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Kenneth Gordon Betts
7468.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Kenneth Gordon Betts and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: KPMG
7469.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
KPMG and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd
7470.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Kreab Gavin Anderson (Australia) Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
4712

COUNCIL

(3)
(4)

Tuesday, 8 November 2011

Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: LESL Services Pty Ltd
7471.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
LESL Services Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: LK Creative
7472.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
LK Creative and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Manallack Pty Ltd
7473.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Manallack Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Markstone Group Pty Ltd
7474.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Markstone Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd
7475.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Marshall Place Associates Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Martin Jones
7476.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Martin Jones and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Max Jackson and Associates
7477.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Max Jackson & Associates and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Media Affairs
7478.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Media Affairs and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Melbourne Public Relations Group
7479.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Melbourne Public Relations Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Michael Kelly
7480.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Michael Kelly and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: MPR
7481.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
MPR and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Next Generation Thinking
7482.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Next Generation Thinking and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Numbat Consulting
7483.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Numbat Consulting and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Paris Walter Pty Ltd
7484.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Paris Walter Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Parker and Partners Pty Ltd
7485.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Parker & Partners Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Pesel and Carr
7486.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Pesel & Carr and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Phoenix Public Affairs
7487.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Phoenix Public Affairs and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Place Consultancy
7488.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Place Consultancy and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Porter Novelli
7489.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Porter Novelli and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Primary Communication Pty Ltd
7490.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Primary Communication Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd
7491.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Profile Management Consultants Pty Ltd as trustee for Profile Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd
7492.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Public Affairs Network Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd
7493.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Public Relations Exchange Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: RedStick Strategic Communications
7494.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
RedStick Strategic Communications and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd
7495.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Relate Technical Communications Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Reputation Pty Ltd
7496.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Reputation Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Res Publica
7497.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Res Publica and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd
7498.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Richardson Coutts Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
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Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd
7499.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Royce (Vic) Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: SAS Group
7500.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
SAS Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Shac Pty Ltd
7501.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Shac Pty Ltd and if so:
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On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Shelly Freeman Consultant
7502.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Shelly Freeman Consultant and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Socom Pty Ltd
7503.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Socom Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.
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Teaching profession: Statecraft Pty Ltd
7504.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Statecraft Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd
7505.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Strategic Advice Australia Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Strategic Partnership Group
7506.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Strategic Partnership Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
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Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: The Agenda Group Pty Ltd
7507.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
The Agenda Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: The Civic Group Pty Ltd
7508.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
The Civic Group Pty Ltd and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: The Strategic Counsel
7509.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
The Strategic Counsel and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).
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ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: The Trustee for the S and L Santoro Family Trust
7510.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
The Trustee for the S & L Santoro Family Trust and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

Teaching profession: Wilkinson Group
7511.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for the Teaching Profession: For the period 2 December
2010 to 16 August 2011: has the minister (or their staff) met with representatives of the lobbying firm
Wilkinson Group and if so:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On which date was the meeting held.
Was the minister (or their staff) accompanied by departmental representatives.
Were any note(s) or record(s) of the meeting kept.
Was the lobbyist(s) acting on behalf of a client(s), and if so what was the name of the client(s).

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date the question was raised:
Government ministers and ministerial staff members continue to adhere to the Victorian government professional
lobbyist code of conduct introduced in August 2009. The government is currently preparing a new lobbyist code of
conduct.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Wednesday, 9 November 2011

COUNCIL

4727

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 9 November 2011
Regional cities: minister’s office — public transport tickets
418.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): What
was the total cost for public transport tickets allocated to staff employed in the minister’s office between
the period 2 December 2010 and 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A whole of government answer will be provided to this question.

Regional cities: minister’s office — staff
452.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities): What
is the total number of department staff seconded to the minister’s private office and their position titles
as at 5 April 2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A whole of government answer will be provided to this question.

Regional cities: minister’s office — car parking spaces
485.

HON. M. P. PAKULA — To ask the Minister for Housing (for the Minister for Regional Cities):
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the number of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
What was the cost of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April 2011.
What was the market value of car parking spaces allocated to the minister’s office as at 5 April
2011.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A whole of government answer will be provided to this question.

Education: ministerial visits — city of Ballarat
638.

MS TIERNEY — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): On which dates between 2 December 2010 and 14 April 2011 did the minister visit any
locality within the city of Ballarat, and on each occasion:
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Who did the minister meet with.
Did the minister make any commitment of public funds; and if so, for each commitment made —
(a) what was the dollar value of the commitment;
(b) to which individual or group was the commitment of funds made; and
(c) for what project or purpose were these funds committed.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
I travel throughout Victoria as my portfolio and parliamentary duties require.

Planning: fire refuges — interim performance standards
4023.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to the development of interim
performance standards for Victoria for fire refuges: have these standards been finalised; if not when will
they be finalised and publicly released.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, as at the date this question was asked:
Interim performance standards for the design and construction of a community fire refuge have been incorporated
into the Victorian Building Regulations 2006, which are available at www.legislation.vic.gov.au.
The Building Amendment (Community Fire Refuge) Interim Regulations 2011 commenced on 29 July 2011.

Planning: fire refuges — policy review
4025.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Planning: When will the fire refuges policy review be
completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response.

Planning: fire refuges — policy review
4028.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Planning: Will the outcome of the fire refuges policy review be
publicly released.

ANSWER
I am informed that:
This is the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response.

Planning: Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission — progress report
4058.

MS BROAD — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to the implementation of
recommendation 46 of the bushfire royal commission progress report:
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What consultation has been undertaken to date with high fire risk communities regarding the
implementation of this recommendation.
Where have these consultations been held.
How many people have been consulted.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is the responsibility of the Minister for Bushfire Response.

Education: schools — special religious education
8137.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Higher Education and Skills (for the Minister for
Education): In relation to sections 2.2.10 and 2.2.11 of the Education and Training Reform Act 2006
(ETRA) titled ‘Education in Government schools to be secular’ and ‘Special religious instruction’(SRI),
and the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development’s policy and funding provided to
ACCESS Ministries and other religious organisations for SRI:
(1)
(2)

How will DEECD ensure that parents are fully aware their children do not have to attend SRI.
How will DEECD monitor and ensure that all students who do not attend SRI will be
appropriately supervised by teachers.
(3) How will DEECD guarantee that all students who do not attend SRI will be engaged in positive,
independent learning and/or other appropriate and supervised activities.
(4) In relation to a recent funding agreement between DEECD and ACCESS Ministries which states
that ACCESS Ministries received $675,000 from March to June 2010 to provide chaplaincy and
religious instruction in Victoria’s Government schools, how much of this funding was spent on
the SRI program and how much on Chaplaincy.
(5) How much funding does ACCESS Ministries receive per year from DEECD to develop and
provide its SRI syllabus.
(6) How much funding does ACCESS Ministries receive per year from DEECD to provide school
chaplains.
(7) How much funding do other religious groups receive per year from DEECD to develop and
provide SRI programs.
(8) How much funding do other religious groups receive per year from DEECD to provide school
chaplains.
(9) What is the purpose of chaplaincy in Victorian Government schools.
(10) Given that under the ETRA, Education in Government schools is to be secular, why is ACCESS
Ministries funded to provide chaplains whose main purpose, according to the funding agreement,
is to ‘promote Christian values’.
(11) Why is DEECD promoting Christian values, over and above other religious and non-religious
values or ethics education.
(12) Given that the provision for general religious education (GRE) was included in the ETRA, how
much funding does DEECD allocate toward the provision of general religious education per year.
ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development (the department) has a policy in place for
the provision of special religious instruction (SRI) in Victorian government schools. The policy requires
principals to obtain parental advice, which may include use of the prescribed form (GC 566) for their child to
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participate, or not participate, in SRI. Principals have the responsibility to collect this parental input and may
do so either at enrolment time or when arranging for provision of SRI at the school.
(2)

The department’s policy on SRI requires principals to ensure that students who do not attend SRI are
appropriately supervised.

(3)

The department’s policy on SRI requires principals to ensure that students who do not attend SRI are engaged
in positive, independent learning or other activities outside the core curriculum. Schools are familiar with
making such arrangements for a number of school-based activities, including SRI.

(4)

The department provided $675 000 to ACCESS Ministries for the period January 2010–June 2011. None of
this amount was allowed for use in any provision of special religious instructors in schools.

(5)

The department does not fund ACCESS Ministries to develop and provide their SRI (CRE) syllabus.

(6)

The department does not fund ACCESS Ministries to provide school chaplains. Its funding component covers
administration and training of chaplains.

(7)

The department does not fund religious groups to develop and provide SRI programs.

(8)

The department does not fund religious groups to provide school chaplains.

(9)

The school chaplaincy program, funded by the National School Chaplaincy Program (NSCP), aims to assist
Victorian government schools and their communities to support the health and wellbeing of students. This
could include support and guidance about ethics, values and relationships, the provision of pastoral care, and
enhanced engagement with the broader community.

(10) The NSCP is a commonwealth-funded initiative. The terms and conditions of funding for chaplaincy
positions are drawn up by the NSCP in consultation with providers and schools.
(11) The department does not privilege or promote specific faith-based religions, values or beliefs. To date, SRI in
Victorian government schools is provided in several faiths, including Judaism, Orthodox Christianity,
Buddhism, Bahá’ì, Christianity, Hinduism and Catholicism. Non-religious values and ethics education cannot
be classified as ‘SRI’ as it does not fit the definition of ‘SRI’ provided in the Education and Training Reform
Act 2006.
(12) The department does not allocate discrete funding for the provision of general religious instruction (GRE) in
Victorian government schools. Schools have the prerogative to include GRE in the context of their regular
curriculum provision as part of, for example, values education, multicultural studies, the arts, history or
philosophy.
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